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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mrs. TAUSCHER).

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 4, 2008.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ELLEN O.
TAUSCHER to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

——————

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

You are all-powerful, Lord, and wor-
thy of highest praise. Your power is
great, and there is no limit to Your
wisdom.

We, as Your people, as a Nation, are
truly a tiny part of Your vast creation.
Yet, we wish to praise You.

It is You Who move and act in any of
us and take delight in our offering You
praise. For You are to be found within
us.

When we desire to create equal jus-
tice for all people, it is You Who plant
the desire in us.

It is You Who plot out the ways we
position ourselves for the future and
lead Your people to insight and con-
sensus.

When we long for peace in such a
deep way that we are willing to lay
down armaments and take our place at
the table of negotiations, then we
know it is You Who make us instru-
ments of secure peace and begin the
ending of hate and violence.

Lord, You have made us. You made
us for Yourself so our hearts are rest-
less now and we will not rest until we
rest in You forever. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House her approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

————
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from West Virginia (Mrs.
CAPITO) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mrs. CAPITO led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 15 requests
for 1-minute speeches on each side of
the aisle.

———

ENERGY AND GAS PRICES

(Ms. SOLIS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. SOLIS. Madam Speaker, today I
rise to urge my colleagues to join us in
bringing down the price of gasoline and
securing our energy supply.

Last December we enacted legisla-
tion that began to redirect our Na-
tion’s energy policy so it is clean, se-
cure, and invests in our workforce.

In May we passed the Gas Price Re-
lief for Consumers Act of 2008, legisla-
tion which gives the U.S. authorities
the ability to prosecute those who en-
gage in anti-competitive behavior, like
the cartels such as OPEC.

Just last month we also passed the
Renewable Energy and Job Creation

Act of 2008, which will provide needed
investments and security to renewable
energy and energy efficiency indus-
tries.

With the passage of all these bills
and others, we are reducing our de-
pendence on o0il to bring down the
record gas prices, secure our Nation’s
energy supply, and create hundreds of
thousands of green collar jobs.

I urge my colleagues to help our busi-
nesses and consumers and struggling
families to support all of these efforts.

————
AMERICANS DEMAND ACTION

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina.
Madam Speaker, the American people
are fed up with rising energy prices.
They are fed up that the leadership
here in Washington does not seem to
have the will to step forward and make
tough decisions so that we can begin to
ease the pain at the pump.

I am proud to be working with many
of my colleagues in the House of Rep-
resentatives to try to bring real relief
to the American people. In particular, I
am proud to be supporting legislation
such as the American Energy Independ-
ence and Price Reduction Act that
would open up a small part of ANWR
for energy production and exploration
today and use funds obtained through
the sale of land leases to invest in al-
ternative energy sources for tomorrow.

These plans would adhere to the
strictest environmental requirements
in our Nation’s history. This type of
comprehensive approach is direct. It is
timely. It is vital to building a strong-
er strategic energy portfolio.

The American people demand and de-
serve action.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th.
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HONORING THE LIFE OF JACK
MILDREN

(Mr. BOREN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BOREN. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to honor the life of a remarkable
Oklahoman.

Jack Mildren passed away on Thurs-
day, May 22, following a 2-year battle
with cancer.

Jack was born in 1949 and later was a
Texas high school football star who
chose to attend college in Oklahoma.

Known as the ‘Godfather of the
Wishbone,” Jack led the University of
Oklahoma football team in an appear-
ance in the 1971 ‘““Game of the Cen-
tury,” along with being the MVP of a
Sugar Bowl win. He’s most widely rec-
ognized for laying the foundation for
the success of the Sooner football pro-
gram for years after his graduation.
Jack left OU an Academic All-Amer-
ican and went on to play professional
football for three seasons.

Jack was not only a football star but
also a civic leader and an outstanding
public servant. He was elected as Okla-
homa’s 22nd Lieutenant Governor.
Most recently, he served as a banker as
well as a beloved OKklahoma sports
radio host.

Jack Mildren will not only be re-
membered by his wife, Janis; and chil-
dren, Leigh, Lauren, and Drew; but by
all Oklahomans for his contributions
to the history of our State.

We will miss you, Jack.

———

CLEAN COAL-DERIVED FUELS FOR
ENERGY SECURITY ACT

(Mrs. CAPITO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. CAPITO. Madam Speaker, I rise
today because gas prices at the pump
are just a symptom of our growing ad-
diction to foreign oil and inaction by
this House leadership.

For our wallets and for our national
security, we need to become more en-
ergy independent. Congress should
start now to develop more of our do-
mestic energy supply. And one of those
more affordable and abundant supplies
of energy we have now is coal. With
over 250 years of reserves, the United
States has the world’s largest coal re-
serves.

Last night I introduced H.R. 6170, the
Clean Coal-Derived Fuels for Energy
Security Act, to reduce our reliance on
foreign oil. My bill is clear: It will es-
tablish and mandate 6 billion gallons of
clean coal-to-liquid fuel by the year
2022. Coal can be converted through
proven, existing modern technology
into clean, synthetic oil and be eco-
nomically viable, resulting in lower
prices at the gas pump.

We need to be serious about becom-
ing more energy independent. West
Virginians deserve a comprehensive
long-term solution that provides real
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stability and actually leads to the cre-
ation of new energy. Coal-to-liquid fuel
will create an investment in rural com-
munities, good-paying jobs for Ameri-
cans, and cheaper energy for Ameri-
cans.

———

SUPPORT H.R. 3021, 21ST CENTURY
GREEN HIGH-PERFORMING PUB-
LIC SCHOOL FACILITIES ACT

(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute and
to revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Madam Speaker, I rise today in
support of H.R. 3021, a bill that will
help our local schools build the high-
quality classrooms that our students
deserve.

This responsible legislation, which
we will consider today, provides for
needed investments in public school fa-
cilities, investments that will result in
improved student performance.

Our Nation’s public school facilities
are in disrepair. This is a disgrace, and
it impedes our students’ ability to
learn. Local education agencies want
to make a difference, but they need our
help.

With our younger students, we know
that maintenance issues draw them
away from focusing on what they need
to focus on in the classroom, when
they see chipping paint, water dripping
from ceilings, poor heating and cool-
ing. We need to change that. And older
students cannot be prepared for the
21st Century if they don’t have a 21st
Century classroom.

These examples are not just anec-
dotal. There is firm evidence that sug-
gests that we must invest in our school
facilities in order to improve students’
performance. By failing to do so, we
are sending our youth a message that
we don’t care about them.

So I hope that my colleagues will
vote with the best interests of our stu-
dents and vote on this legislation in
the affirmative today.

—————

AMERICAN ENERGY
INDEPENDENCE

(Mr. MCHENRY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. MCHENRY. Madam Speaker, it’s
high time Congress acts on high gas
prices. The American people are crying
out for help and assistance; yet this
Democrat Congress is doing nothing
when it comes to energy independence
for Americans.

Finding a comprehensive long-term
solution is what the American people
want so that we can be energy inde-
pendent, or at least more energy inde-
pendent than we are today.

Conserving is a sign of personal vir-
tue, but we cannot conserve our way to
American energy independence. The
Democrat plan is only conservation
and it’s only tax increases.

On our side of the aisle, we are trying
to reach out to the Democrats and say
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that we must have energy exploration
here domestically.

When it comes to energy, America
needs to rely on its own ingenuity and
innovation, not the Saudi royal family.

LEADERSHIP DEMANDS ACTION

(Mr. PRICE of Georgia asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, Americans are demanding ac-
tion as they’re being battered by sky-
high gas prices.

The relentless unwillingness to act
by this majority has left my constitu-
ents fuming and looking for action, not
more of the same rhetoric and politics.

We sit at the precipice of four dollar
gasoline. How much higher do these
costs have to go before the majority
will act? Five dollars? Six dollars? Ten
dollars? Is the Democrat majority so
out of touch with the American people?

On this side of the aisle, we have pro-
duced an action plan to increase access
to new sources of energy, increase
American production, encourage alter-
native fuels, and incentivize conserva-
tion. We are ready to act.

Madam Speaker, gas prices have in-
creased 70 percent since you took con-
trol of Congress, and it’s your duty to
act. I call on you to allow the respon-
sible Republican energy plan to come
to this floor.

Madam Speaker, idleness is not lead-
ership.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair.

———

HELP OUR FAMILIES

(Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina.
Madam Speaker, I learned yesterday
from reports that the State of South
Carolina has the lowest gas in the Na-
tion. It was reported that the average
gas price in South Carolina is $3.79, and
most other States have an average of
about 20 cents higher or right at $4.

A lot of people would think that’s
good news. In fact, some would give me
the opportunity to congratulate South
Carolina. But I'm not going to use this
platform to deliver good news because
it’s not good news.

It’s not good news to the South Caro-
lina citizens or citizens anywhere in
this country. What would be good news
is to see that the ‘‘commonsense’ en-
ergy plan that was promised by the
majority party is brought to the floor.

I am tired of my families putting
their hard-earned paychecks into their
tanks every week, Madam Speaker.
The American citizens need good news,
and we need to bring energy legislation
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to the floor now to help our hard-work-
ing families.

———

COAL TO LIQUID AS AN
ALTERNATIVE ENERGY

(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, ac-
cording to the Energy Information
Agency, the United States currently
imports 60 percent of its oil, and that
number is expected to rise to 75 percent
in the coming decades. As a country,
we need to reduce our dependency on
foreign fuel sources and start imple-
menting alternative energy sources
that can be found here in the United
States.

Imported fuels such as crude oil and
natural gas are costing this country
millions of dollars a year, accounting
for about one-third of the U.S. trade
deficit. At $45 a barrel, liquid coal fuel
is a desirable alternative to the $120 or
more barrel of oil. Not only does this
innovative fuel cost less, but also coal
is one of the most abundant resources
in our country.

As Congress continues to explore the
use of alternative energy sources, we
need to look closely at the enormous
benefits of coal-to-liquid technology.

——————

PENCE DEMANDS ACTION ON HIGH
GAS PRICES

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PENCE. The national average
cost of gasoline at the pump today is
$3.98 a gallon. When I was home over
the Memorial Day break, one Hoosier
after another stopped and asked me the
same question. They said, MIKE, what
is it going to take? What is it going to
take for Congress to take action to
give the American people more access
to American oil?

The reality is today that the Demo-
crat majority thinks that we can tax
our way to lower gasoline prices. A few
weeks ago, they actually passed legis-
lation suggesting we could actually sue
our way to lower gasoline prices. But
the American people know the only
way to lessen our dependence on for-
eign oil is to lessen our dependence on
foreign oil.

We must take action now to allow
additional drilling in environmentally
responsible ways on American soil off
American shores so the American peo-
ple can increase global supply, reduce
the price of oil, and bring real relief to
families and businesses and farmers at
the pump.

——————

ENVIRONMENTALISTS HAVE GONE
BATTY

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)
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Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, out on the
arid, dusty high plains of west Texas,
where the land was once the home of
thousands of oil derricks, the landscape
is now dotted with windmills—the new
turbine clean energy. Texas is the wind
energy capital of North America, sup-
plying power to over 1 million homes.

But now the environmental fear
lobby wants to stop these turbines be-
cause they may pose a threat to bats
and birds. They are the same radicals
who have successfully prevented Amer-
ica from drilling for more crude oil at
home, like in west Texas. These are the
same batty people who have demanded
we go to wind energy in the first place.

Now they are worried about the bats
and the birds that fly at night may be
running into the windmills. Of course,
there is no evidence to support this bat
mania claim. Anyway, we all learned in
third grade bats have a radar-like abil-
ity to navigate at night in caves and
open terrain. The National Academy of
Sciences stated: Birds have more to
fear from high buildings, power lines,
and cats than they do from the blades
of windmills.

We cannot allow the rich elites of the
environmental fear lobby to destroy
America’s energy production. Other-
wise, we will all end up going back liv-
ing in the dark caves, with the bats.

And that’s just the way it is.

——
WHY ISN'T AMERICA DOING MORE?

(Mr. BRADY of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, back home in Texas I visited with
families whose cost is so high that one
woman in Bridge City told me she
doesn’t even go to Wednesday night
church. She can’t afford to drive to it.
Just on Sunday. I talked to small busi-
nesses that now work, painters and
plumbers and others, who now basi-
cally work for free because gas prices
have eaten up all their profits. I visited
this last week with our law enforce-
ment agencies, who are no longer able
to be proactive in the community.
They are just responding to calls be-
cause they burned through much of
their fuel budget for the year already.

In each case, every one of them asked
me, Why isn’t America doing more?
Why isn’t America taking more respon-
sibility for our own energy needs? We
import two-thirds of all we use. We are
capable of doing more. In each case,
they said, Look, take a message back
to Congress. No more gimmicks. No
more gimmicks. We need more Amer-
ican-made energy here in the United
States to get our fuel prices down, to
be less dependent on Middle East fuel,
to have some say over the prices that
our families and small businesses pay.

———

COMPREHENSIVE ENERGY
STRATEGY

(Mr. BOUSTANY asked and was
given permission to address the House
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for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BOUSTANY. Madam Speaker, as
oil prices continue to climb, increasing
American energy production is critical
to meeting this challenge. Yesterday,
the Department of Energy announced a
$715,000 grant to my alma mater, the
University of Louisiana at Lafayette,
to develop more effective ways to drill
for oil. Students and professors will
work together, along with industry, to
achieve higher energy yields from each
drilling hole. Better exploration and
drilling procedures and techniques are
just two parts of a comprehensive en-
ergy strategy that we need to have be-
cause a magic bullet will not solve our
energy challenges. It will not lower the
price at the pump alone. We need a
comprehensive strategy.

People of southwest Louisiana and
around the country want to increase
responsible energy production, they
want to see increased refining capac-
ity, they want to unleash American en-
trepreneurship and ingenuity to solve
our energy problems, and they don’t
want any further delays because gas at
the pump, as you can see, is just short
of $4 a gallon.

We have to stop the delay and have a
comprehensive energy solution. I chal-
lenge the Democratic leadership to
work with us and stop the delay. Let’s
get a solution to our energy problems.

——————

RESULTS OF NOT DEVELOPING
AMERICAN ENERGY

(Mr. AKIN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. AKIN. As America is becoming
painfully aware, there has been a result
of us not developing American energy.
We have reports of police cars sitting
idle because of the cost of gasoline;
various assembly lines and automobile
manufacturers closed down because of
the fact that there’s no demand for the
type of vehicles that are being pro-
duced. We have a situation where par-
ents have a hard time just putting
enough gasoline in the tank to get the
kids to school. And we have the AAA
saying that the increase in motorists
without gas has increased 15 percent.

Since Speaker PELOSI took office,
gasoline prices have skyrocketed 71
percent. Now, I am an engineer. The
good news is there’s a solution to this.
It’s called American energy. We need
to stop looking at the American energy
as something that is an environmental
hazard and rather look at it as an asset
that we can develop.

The Democrats, year after year after
year, 85 percent of the time, are voting
against increasing supplies of Amer-
ican energy. We have to develop our
own energy.
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AMERICAN-MADE OIL AND GAS: A
HISTORY OF SUPPORT AND OP-
POSITION

(Mr. CONAWAY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CONAWAY. As you see, the
theme this morning is to talk about
gasoline prices, and as we look at the
various solutions that are available to
our country, it’s interesting to note
how votes happen in this House. It’s
rare that a particular position is sup-
ported or opposed 100 percent by either
party. But let me walk you through a
couple of solutions that have been
voted on in this House over the last 14
years.

Drilling in ANWR; 91 percent of Re-
publicans supported it, 86 percent of
Democrats opposed it. Coal-to-liquids;
97 percent of Republicans supported it,
78 percent of Democrats opposed it. Oil
shale exploration; 90 percent Repub-
lican support, 86 percent Democrat op-
position. Drilling on the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf, 81 percent of Republicans
support it, 83 percent of Democrats op-
pose it. Increased refinery capacity;
Republicans support that by 97 percent,
Democrats oppose it by 96 percent.

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle to begin
to look rationally at the solutions that
will help address America’s need for
energy, gasoline and electricity as we
move forward.

———

A POLICY OF “NO” IS NOT
WORKING

(Mr. NEUGEBAUER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker,
it’s not working. The policy of ‘“no’’ to
producing America’s resources is not
working for the American people.
Today, America will write a check for
$1 billion to buy enough energy to run
our economy for one day. Let me re-
peat that. Today, America will write a
check for $1 billion to run our economy
for one day. That means for the year, it
takes $365 billion to export to other
countries that have said ‘‘yes’” to de-
veloping their resources.

Think about what we could do with
$1 billion if we invested that in devel-
oping American resources; the jobs
that it would create, the fact it would
make America more independent and
less dependent on those other coun-
tries.

The policy of ‘“‘no’ is not working.
We need to say ‘‘yes’” to producing
more of America’s resources; ‘‘yes” to
drilling in areas where we have found
abundant resources; ‘‘yes’ to using a
260-year supply of coal; ‘‘yes’ to build-
ing new nuclear power plants; ‘‘yes’’ to
developing America’s resources, rein-
vesting in America.

Madam Speaker, I ask you to bring
legislation to the floor that will help
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America build a stronger energy inde-
pendence.

DRILL NOW IN ANWR

(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KINGSTON. I just returned from
the Middle East. I went with a bipar-
tisan group to Saudi Arabia, to the
United Arab Emirates and to
Kazakhstan and talked to the folks
who have oil about what we can do
internationally to bring the price
down, bring the supply up, do whatever
it takes to give middle class Americans
some relief at the gas pump. It was in-
teresting the response that I got.

Number one, I can tell you without
question the Middle East is happy with
the current gas prices. We all know
that they are enjoying the wealth
which we are transferring over there.
But the thing that they said to us, How
dare you come to Saudi Arabia, how
dare you come to the United Arab
Emirates, how dare you come to
Kazakhstan and ask us to reduce our
prices when you won’t even drill for oil
yourself. You won’t even build refin-
eries. Yet you want us to do something.
You can do it for yourself.

Think about this, ladies and gentle-
men. ANWR, the Arctic National Wild-
life Reserve, is the size of South Caro-
lina. The proposed drilling area is 2,000
acres. That is smaller than the average
airport. Yet, for some reason, we are
afraid to drill there. That is absurd. We
need to drill now.

———————

WE NEED AMERICAN ENERGY
PRODUCTION

(Mr. McCOTTER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. McCOTTER. Over the recess, I
had the opportunity to meet with a
manufacturing community in my dis-
trict; talk to managers, talk to owners,
talk to employees. The one thing they
all agree on is the cost of American en-
ergy is adding to their fixed costs at
the very time international pressure is
forcing them to reduce the cost of their
product. In short, they’re facing the
nightmare scenario of energy prices
forcing them to lay off workers in the
manufacturing sector or to, unfortu-
nately, terminate their employment
altogether.

What we need in the United States is
American energy production, conserva-
tion, and free market innovation if we
are to protect these jobs and help these
workers. It is very cold comfort for the
people of Michigan and the manufac-
turing workers of the United States to
hear that some day a green collar job
will come and take away your blue col-
lar job. When you’re putting them out
of work today, the prospects for tomor-
row look much more bleak than they
do to some academic or to some politi-
cian who is engaging in rhetoric that
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somehow the government will innovate
us out of this effort.

We need American production to help
protect manufacturing jobs and help
provide prosperity for the American
people.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later.

AUTHORIZING THE USE OF THE
CAPITOL GROUNDS FOR THE
GREATER  WASHINGTON SOAP
BOX DERBY

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and agree to the concur-
rent resolution (H. Con. Res. 311) au-
thorizing the use of the Capitol
Grounds for the Greater Washington
Soap Box Derby.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. CoN. RESs. 311

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the

Senate concurring),

SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION OF SOAP BOX
DERBY RACES ON CAPITOL
GROUNDS.

The Greater Washington Soap Box Derby
Association (in this resolution referred to as
the ‘‘Association’) shall be permitted to
sponsor a public event, soap box derby races,
on the Capitol Grounds on June 21, 2008, or
on such other date as the Speaker of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Rules and Administration of the Senate
may jointly designate.

SEC. 2. CONDITIONS.

The event to be carried out under this res-
olution shall be free of admission charge to
the public and arranged not to interfere with
the needs of Congress, under conditions to be
prescribed by the Architect of the Capitol
and the Capitol Police Board; except that the
Association shall assume full responsibility
for all expenses and liabilities incident to all
activities associated with the event.

SEC. 3. STRUCTURES AND EQUIPMENT.

For the purposes of this resolution, the As-
sociation is authorized to erect upon the
Capitol Grounds, subject to the approval of
the Architect of the Capitol, such stage,
sound amplification devices, and other re-
lated structures and equipment as may be re-
quired for the event to be carried out under
this resolution.

SEC. 4. ADDITIONAL ARRANGEMENTS.

The Architect of the Capitol and the Cap-
itol Police Board are authorized to make any
such additional arrangements that may be
required to carry out the event under this
resolution.

SEC. 5. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.

The Capitol Police Board shall provide for
enforcement of the restrictions contained in
section 5104(c) of title 40, United States Code,
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concerning sales, advertisements, displays,
and solicitations on the Capitol Grounds, as
well as other restrictions applicable to the
Capitol Grounds, with respect to the event to
be carried out under this resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON)
and the gentleman from New York (Mr.
KUHL) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on H. Con. Res. 311.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, House Concurrent
Resolution 311 authorizes the use of the
Capitol Grounds for the annual Soap
Box Derby. As all Members are aware,
this is an annual event held here on
Capitol Hill. Activities planned for this
event will be coordinated with the Of-
fice of the Architect of the Capitol and,
like all events on Capitol Hill grounds,
will be free and open to the public.

The 2008 Greater Washington Soap
Box Derby will take place on Constitu-
tion Avenue between Delaware Avenue
and Third Streets, Northwest, on June
22.
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The Greater Washington Soap Box
Derby has been held on the U.S. Cap-
itol Grounds since 1991 and has at-
tracted over 60 youth participants in
each of those years.

In 2007, for the first time in the 66
year history of the D.C. Soap Box
Derby, a local participant won the
Masters title in the national competi-
tion in Akron, Ohio. The All-American
Derby Youth Program is administered
by the International Soap Box Derby,
Incorporated, an AKkron-based non-
profit corporation. This is a family-ori-
ented event and is supported by hun-
dreds of parents and volunteers.

I urge support for the resolution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. KUHL of New York. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

House Concurrent Resolution 311,
sponsored by the majority leader, Rep-
resentative HOYER, authorizes the use
of the Capitol Grounds for the 67th An-
nual Washington Soap Box Derby on
June 22, just a couple of weeks away,
this year. For many years, Majority
Leader HOYER and Congress have sup-
ported this fun event, which allows
children to show off their hard work
and their creativity as they compete
for trophies and the opportunity to
race others in competition.

Boys and girls between the ages of 8
and 17 will race down Capitol Hill in
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homemade cars, hopefully without in-
jury. Winners in each of the three divi-
sions go on to compete in the National
Soap Box Derby in Akron, Ohio. Last
year, the Soap Box Derby marked a
historic event when racer Kacie Rader
won both the District’s race and the
national title in her division.

I support this resolution, and I en-
courage my colleagues to do the same.

The authorization of the use of the
Capitol Grounds is part of the manage-
rial work that we do here in Congress.
But the issues the American people
want addressed are being ignored.
While Americans struggle, particularly
in my district, to put fuel in their cars,
we authorize the use of the Capitol
Grounds. Gas prices are soaring above
$4 in many parts of the country and
this Congress must act. We must work
to find a way to ease the burden of in-
creasing fuel costs.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. KUHL of New York. Madam
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. CARTER).

Mr. CARTER. I am just real pleased,
Madam Speaker, to be able to stand up
and speak in favor of this, because this
is a great example of conserving fuel
for America. These cars don’t run on
gasoline or diesel. These kids are just
going to let gravity take its course. I
guess this trucker from Houston that I
met with this last week who told me
that he took a load from Houston to
San Diego and got paid $1,800 and his
fuel costs were $1,700, he probably wish-
es it was all downhill from Houston to
San Diego so he wouldn’t have to pay
the kind of fuel costs that are being
imposed upon the American public.

The American public is asking this
House to address this issue. I don’t
think anybody who went home and
talked to their constituents this last
week could not have found out that
people are frightened at the cost of
fuel. Single parents are concerned that
they can’t get their children to school.
They are concerned they are not able
to get to do shopping. They are having
to choose between food or fuel in fami-
lies across our country. It is time to
use American energy intelligently.

As we look at this great race, which
I support, I am excited for these young
people and I think it is really Ameri-
cana at its best. But using America’s
resources wisely is also Americana at
its best, and our citizens expect us to
find and use the fuel that is available
for them to bring these prices down.

I encourage my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle to join us on this
side of the aisle in trying to find new
sources of fuel from all over this Na-
tion, from Alaska to the Gulf of Mexico
to offshore. It is important to America.
It is important to our families.

I thank you for allowing me to ex-
press my opinion.
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Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I yield such
time as he may consume to the major-
ity leader, the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER).

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, today 1
rise as a proud sponsor of House Con-
current Resolution 311, legislation
which will allow the Greater Wash-
ington Soap Box Derby Association to
hold the 67th Annual Greater Wash-
ington Soap Box Derby on the grounds
of the United States Capitol on June
22nd.

Soap Box Derby racing in our Na-
tion’s Capital has a long and rich tradi-
tion. In 1938, Norman Rocca beat out
223 other racers to win the Inaugural
Greater Washington Soap Box Derby,
which was held on New Hampshire Ave-
nue. Over the years, thousands of the
region’s young people have partici-
pated in this great race.

Although the location has moved
from the original site on New Hamp-
shire Avenue to Capitol Hill, with stops
on Massachusetts Avenue, Pennsyl-
vania Avenue and Eastern Avenue
along the way, the essence of the race
has remained the same; homemade,
gravity-powered cars, the spirit of com-
petition, and the pure joy of racing.
Community groups, police depart-
ments, fire departments and other
sponsors sponsor children each year,
children who may not otherwise be
able to participate.

The Soap Box Derby is not simply a
race, Madam Speaker; it is an enrich-
ing way to reach out to our youth and
teach them the importance of commu-
nity, responsibility, hard work and in-
novation.

The Soap Box Derby consists of doz-
ens of drivers, both boys and girls,
ranging in age from 8 to 17. These rac-
ers are divided into three divisions;
stock, super stock and masters. The
local winners of each division will
automatically qualify to compete with
racers from around the world in the
Tlst All-American Soap Box Derby in
AKkron, Ohio, on July 26th.

Madam Speaker, this event has been
called ‘‘the greatest amateur racing
event in the world.” It is an excellent
opportunity for contestants from the
District of Columbia, Maryland and
Virginia to learn basic building skills
while gaining a real sense of accom-
plishment.

Further, I hope that this year’s win-
ner from the Greater Washington area
will have the same success as one of
last year’s participants, Ms. Kacie
Rader. Kacie’s win in Washington was
only the beginning. Not only is Kacie a
constituent and a neighbor, she also is
the 2007 All-American Soap Box Derby
Masters Division champion.

I strongly encourage my colleagues
to join with me and the other original
cosponsors, Representatives FRANK
WOLF, JIM MORAN, ELEANOR HOLMES
NORTON and CHRIS VAN HOLLEN, in sup-
porting this resolution.

Mr. KUHL of New York. Madam
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
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consume to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. CHABOT).

Mr. CHABOT. I thank the gentleman
from New York for yielding.

I think it is wonderful that we are
talking about the Soap Box Derby. It is
a good thing that it doesn’t require any
energy or any gasoline, because the gas
prices in this country are higher than I
think anybody would have expected in
our lifetimes. It is about $4 a gallon
now, and people are asking me in my
district, what are we going to do about
this? What can we do about it?

Well, we should have done something
about this a long time ago. The prin-
cipal reason we are seeing these high
gas prices is because we are far too de-
pendent on foreign sources of energy.
Why is that? Well, I know that as this
one Member from Ohio can tell you, I
voted 11 times in the last 14 years to
open ANWR in Alaska for exploration
and drilling. We think we have some-
where between 10 and 16 billion barrels
of o0il there. Unfortunately, we have
handcuffed ourselves and put that off
limits.

We also have the Outer Continental
Shelf, where we have upwards of 86 bil-
lion barrels of oil and huge amounts of
natural gas. If we had access to that
natural gas, we wouldn’t see the high
heating prices for heating one’s home
in the wintertime.

But this is essentially the policy that
this new majority here in Congress has
put into effect. In reality, over the last
decade, decade-and-a-half, even though
they were in the minority in the time,
they were able to block it over in the
other body, in the Senate. So we had
the votes here in the House to do it,
but they didn’t have the votes over
there.

When you put huge amounts of en-
ergy like that off limits, it means we
have to get that oil somewhere, so that
means, unfortunately, we have to im-
port it from OPEC nations, for exam-
ple, who literally just keep the spigot
turned down so that there isn’t enough
supply out there. Then when you have
economies in India and China expand-
ing and growing, it is a supply and de-
mand issue. So the price goes up and
continues to go up, because we are far
too dependent on buying that oil from
somewhere else. About two-thirds of
our oil we buy elsewhere.

I know when the new Speaker of the
House, Ms. PELOSI, took over here, a
few months before the election she
made the statement that the gas prices
were outrageous. They made a big cam-
paign issue about that. At that time
they were $2.30 a gallon. She said that
was outrageous, and they had a plan to
do something about that. Well, the
plan that we have seen from this new
majority here in the House of Rep-
resentatives has resulted in it going
from $2.30 a gallon to about $4.00 a gal-
lon in less than 2 years.

So the problem is this new majority
that talks about an energy policy, and
they actually passed an energy bill re-
cently, it was a no-energy bill, because
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it didn’t open up ANWR, it didn’t open
up the Outer Continental Shelf. It did
nothing about making it possible for us
to build oil refineries in this county.

We haven’t built an oil refinery since
1976, over 30 years, making it virtually
impossible to build an oil refinery.
Therefore, even if we had enough crude
in this country, we couldn’t refine it
quickly enough to be able to put it in
our cars.

They have also been instrumental in
pushing for these boutique fuels, where
different States have different blends
so the supply is very difficult to get
around. That has driven the price up.

Also the liberals here in the House of
Representatives over the years, and in
this country, for that matter, their
policy has been no new nuclear power
plants. Now, France has 80 percent of
their electricity produced by nuclear
power plants. About 20 years ago, the
liberals in this country were able to ef-
fectively shut down new nuclear power
plants being built in this country. We
have over 100 of them right now, but
that means we haven’t built any newer
ones. China and India and other coun-
tries around the world are building
them and relying more and more upon
nuclear, but not the United States.

Many of us said what we are seeing
now was where we were heading if we
didn’t change these policies. Unfortu-
nately, this new majority here in the
House of Representatives has gone just
in the opposite direction from where
they need to go. They have restricted
us. They continue to restrict us from
getting access to new energy which we
have under our control in this country.
They keep saying, let’s just buy it from
someplace else. Let’s buy it from the
OPEC countries. They will be nice to
us. Well, they are not being nice to us.
It is in their economic interests to con-
tinue to have this price continue to go
up.

It is an absolute shame. It is a dis-
grace. It is unconscionable that this
Congress consistently votes to make it
harder and harder to be energy self-suf-
ficient. That is where we need to go,
not being more and more dependent
upon foreign sources of energy. If we
don’t change it, the prices that we see
right now, which are extremely high
and are hurting an awful lot of people,
will continue to go up.

Diesel is another problem. If you talk
to any truckers right now, the price
now is driving a lot of these people out
of business. I was visiting with a fellow
who is a farmer in my district last Fri-
day who also has a side business. He
had a truck. He pointed out it was be-
hind one of his barns. He said, ‘I just
park it now.” It costs $1,500 to fill up
his tanks in that truck now. He just
can’t afford to do it.
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And that is affecting every Amer-
ican, because everything that we buy,
whether it is furniture, whether it is
food goods, almost anything that we
purchase in this country is transported
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at some point or another over truck.
That means those prices are going to
continue to go up again. So I challenge
this majority to change their policies,
to take a good look at what they have
been doing and the direction that we
are heading and reverse that and allow
us to become less dependent on foreign
sources of energy. Let’s bring these gas
prices down before it cripples this
country and cripples our economy.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, how much
time do we have left?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Texas has 15% minutes.
The gentleman from New York has 10
minutes.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. KUHL of New York. Madam
Speaker, at this time I yield 4 minutes
to the gentleman from California, Rep-
resentative DOOLITTLE.

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Madam Speaker, 1
have watched over the years on energy
what has been happening in this coun-
try. Now we are in a big mess, with
gasoline prices over $4 a gallon. This
didn’t just happen by accident; the
Democrats have been working to make
this happen for the 18 years that I have
been a Member of this House. Very in-
teresting.

You know, ANWR exploration, House
Republicans, 91 percent of us supported
drilling in ANWR. Actually, both
houses of Congress in 1995, I believe it
was, passed legislation directing drill-
ing in ANWR, and President Bill Clin-
ton vetoed the bill. The Democrats op-
posed this bill. If we had passed that
legislation, if President Clinton had
signed it into law, we wouldn’t be pay-
ing $4 a gallon. And while 91 percent of
House Republicans supported drilling
in ANWR, 86 percent of House Demo-
crats and President Clinton opposed it.

Converting coal to liquid, 97 percent
of House Republicans voted to do that.
Do you know that Wyoming is consid-
ered the Saudi Arabia of coal in the
world? It is one of our greatest natural
resources. 97 percent of Republicans
voted for that policy to allow the con-
version so that it could be used; 78 per-
cent of House Democrats opposed it. It
never became law.

0Oil shale. We have got lots of oil
locked up in shale in the Inter-
mountain West; 90 percent of House Re-
publicans supported oil shale explo-
ration, 86 percent of House Democrats
opposed it.

Is there a pattern that you are begin-
ning to see here, Madam Speaker? The
fact of the matter is, Republicans have
supported every feasible possibility for
new forms of energy and it seems like
the Democrats, most of them, have op-
posed it.

I am a Californian. We ought to be
drilling right now off the coast of Cali-
fornia and Florida and every other
place in this country where there are
large oil reserves, and there are very
large oil reserves in those two cases.
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Eighty-one percent of House Repub-
licans voted to do that; 83 percent of
House Democrats opposed taking that
action.

Increasing refinery capacity. We have
heard that we haven’t built a new re-
finery in this country for some 35
years. Ninety-seven percent of House
Republicans voted to expand the
amounts of refineries; 96 percent of
House Democrats opposed it.

Madam Speaker, we didn’t get here
by accident. Democrats have been talk-
ing about energy and opposing effective
new ways of developing energy. Repub-
licans’ talk has been consistent with
our actions.

Now, not all Republicans voted the
way I would have liked and not all
Democrats voted against our position.
But the fact of the matter is, you see
these statistics, they have been in the
90th percentile, the high 80s; in one
case it was 78 Democrats opposed, 78
percent for the coal to liquid. But ev-
erything else I have cited, they have
been 83 percent or higher opposed to
these policies.

It is no accident gas is $4 a gallon.
The policies we vote on do make a dif-
ference. Listen and look at the record.
The Republicans for years have been
trying to get more energy for this
country. The Democrats have opposed
it. We are reaping a bitter harvest of $4
a gallon plus.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I yield 5 min-
utes to the Congresswoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WATSON).

Ms. WATSON. Madam Speaker,
please let me set the record straight on
congressional action on gas prices.

We now have a law, it is the farm
bill, the historic investment in afford-
able biofuels, and beefed-up oversight
on market manipulation. The Presi-
dent’s veto was overridden on May 21 of
this year. We also have the Renewable
Energy and Job Act. It was passed on
May 21 and there is a threat of a veto,
but it was passed. Then, the Gas Price
Relief for Consumers Act, holding
OPEC and oil companies accountable
for price fixing, and it passed on May
20, it is also under a veto threat.

Now we have a law, Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve Fill Suspension and Con-
sumer Protection Act. It was passed on
May 13 and it had a pretty hefty vote
to take it out of this House, it is now
law. Let’s set the record straight.

We also repealed subsidies to profit-
rich big oil companies, and invest in re-
newable energy. It also is under veto
threat. It passed here at the beginning
of the year, February 27. We also have
a law, Energy Independence Law with
Market Manipulation Ban & New Vehi-
cle Mileage Standards. It is now law. It
passed the House last year on Decem-
ber 18, 2007.

We have another bill that is under a
veto threat, a crackdown on gas price
gouging. It passed the House on an-
other pretty hefty vote that was bipar-
tisan; it passed on May 23. And, Hold
OPEC Accountable for Oil Price Fix-
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ing, it passed on May 22 on a vote of
345-72, and it is under veto threat.

Now, Madam Speaker, you are going
to hear that the Democrats aren’t
doing anything, but let me give you
the exact votes on all of these bills.

The Republican leader, JOHN
BOEHNER, voted ‘‘no” on OPEC price
fixing, oil fixing. He voted ‘‘no’ on
price gouging. He voted ‘‘no’ on renew-
able energy. He voted ‘“‘no’’ on energy
security.

RoOY BLUNT voted ‘“‘no”” on OPEC price
fixing, “‘no’ on price gouging, and ‘‘no”’
on renewable energy.

ADAM PUTNAM voted ‘‘no’ on price
gouging and renewable energy.

THADDEUS MCCOTTER voted ‘‘no’’ on
renewable energy and ‘‘no’’ on energy
security.

And it goes on and on and on.

So to set the record straight, we are
putting out sound bills to address the
oil, shall I say, surge in price, because
in my city of Los Angeles I was as-
tounded when I got home to see that
Diesel 2 sells in Los Angeles on the av-
erage for $4.99.9. I am sure when I get
back to Los Angeles in a week it will
be $56. The average price of gas in Los
Angeles, in my district, and really
throughout California, is $4.12 a gallon.

Madam Speaker, we are proposing
good and sound legislation to address
the needs for energy and renewable en-
ergy sources in the United States of
America so our constituencies can get
back and forth to work and enjoy a
better life, and so we need the help of
the other party because this should not
be an issue that is partisan. It is an
issue for America.

Mr. KUHL of New York. Madam
Speaker, in closing, I would ask my
colleagues to support this bill. It is a
very meritorious bill. And while the
legislative action of this Congress idles
relative to energy legislation, cer-
tainly the kids of America should be
able to carry on tradition. I support
and applaud Leader HOYER for bringing
this resolution to the floor.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I do have one
additional request for time. I yield 3
minutes to Congresswoman KAPTUR
from Ohio.

Ms. KAPTUR. I thank the gentlelady
for yielding to me, and will place quite
a bit of information in the RECORD on
what Democrats are trying to do here
in order to put America on an energy
independent path. But it is pretty dif-
ficult when you have a Bush adminis-
tration that vetoes everything that we
try to do, or threatens it, and you have
the kind of speeches that are occurring
down here today.

We have got an oil man as the Presi-
dent of this country. His right-hand
fellow over there from Wyoming, Mr.
CHENEY, ran Halliburton, an oil serv-
icing company. So you pretty well
know what you have got sitting over
there in the White House.

Since they became President and
Vice President, this country is import-
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ing 1 billion more barrels of oil every
year, 1 billion barrels more under the
Bush administration. This is not a rec-
ipe for energy independence in our
country.

This week it was embarrassing to see
Secretary Paulson over in Abu Dhabi
asking them to, gee, you know, still be-
lieve in the dollar, and all of the inves-
tors over there made rich by these oil
petro dollars, largely U.S. dollars,
watching our Secretary give that set of
remarks. Similarly, President Bush a
couple of weeks ago went to Saudi Ara-
bia and sort of drilled around in the
Middle East to see if he could find any
additional sources of supply, begging
the oil barons.

You know, it wouldn’t take that
much for him to direct his limousine
right up here to Congress, not the Mid-
dle East. We have got some rooms over
here on this side; we could sit around
and talk about what can we agree on in
terms of energy independence, what
can we agree on here in order to do to-
gether what we cannot do alone. Make
America energy independent.

As the gentlelady from California
said, the President even vetoed the
farm bill where we put in a major new
title dealing with biofuels. Rural
America wants to help lift this country
to energy independence.

We are trying to get additions to the
Strategic Petroleum Reserve sus-
pended for the moment in order to give
some price relief to the American peo-
ple. Gee, it would be great if President
Bush would kind of help us out on that.

He hasn’t supported any of our re-
newable energy bills down here on the
floor. In fact, if you look at the energy
bill that he produced up there, that big
report in his first term, he doesn’t even
deal with renewables. When you have
got an oil perspective at the head of
the machine, the car doesn’t go in the
right direction.

And so it seems to me, look at the
record. Look at what he has done and
not done on these—The Renewable En-
ergy and Job Creation Act, no support
there. Trying to get OPEC and the big
o0il companies to have some account-
ability, he doesn’t support us on that.
Rather than the President taking trips
over to the Middle East, he ought to
just come right up Pennsylvania Ave-
nue here to the Congress. Meet with
the chairs of our committees who real-
ly do care about this, Mr. DINGELL, Mr.
MARKEY, Speaker PELOSI. We have got
a lot of people here willing to talk. But
the President is sending the Secretary
of the Treasury over to Abu Dhabi and
he himself over to Saudi Arabia. What
does that tell the American people? A
billion more barrels a year imported
every year since he became President.

We don’t have a partner to deal with
over there at the other end of Pennsyl-
vania Avenue. And that is why the
American people are changing the peo-
ple being elected here. They know
America needs change. They want real
leadership. They know they are not
getting it.
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So I say to my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle, it is time to
deal. Get the President. Let’s talk
about something serious for the sake of
the Republic.

Here’s a list:

DEMOCRATIC-LED CONGRESS TAKING ACTION
To0 BRING DOWN THE COST OF GAS
PASSED THIS MONTH

Strategic Petroleum Reserve Fill Suspen-
sion and Consumer Protection Act—Congress
has enacted legislation to suspend the fill of
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve through
the end of the year, as long as the price of
crude oil remains above $75 per barrel. This
is a critical first step for hardworking fami-
lies, businesses and the economy, which in
the past has brought gas prices down. The
President, who was previously opposed, sus-
pended shipments and signed the bill because
of overwhelming bipartisan support in Con-
gress.

Renewable Energy and Job Creation Act—
This legislation will extend and expand tax
incentives for renewable energy, retain and
create hundreds of thousands of green jobs,
spur American innovation and business in-
vestment, and cut taxes for millions of
Americans. These provisions are critical to
creating and preserving hundreds of thou-
sands of good-paying green collar American
jobs. A recent study showed that allowing
the renewable energy incentives to expire
would lead to about 116,000 jobs being lost in
the wind and solar industries alone through
the end of 2009.

The OPEC and Big Oil companies account-
ability bill—This bill will combat record gas
prices by authorizing lawsuits against oil
cartel members for oil price fixing, and cre-
ating an Antitrust Task Force to crack down
on oil companies engaged in anticompetitive
behavior or market manipulation. President
Bush has threatened to veto this bill.

RECENT ACTION

Energy Independence and Security Act in
2007—Historic energy legislation with provi-
sions to combat oil market manipulation, in-
crease fuel efficiency to 35 miles per gallon
in 2020—the first congressional increase in
more than three decades, and promote the
use of more affordable American biofuels.
Signed into law on December 19, 2007, Under
new requirements in the Energy Independ-
ence Law and pressure from Congress the
FTC announced on May 1, 2008 it would in-
vestigate allegations of market manipula-
tion that may have led to last year’s record
price spikes in gasoline prices.

Reduces our dependence on foreign oil—
cutting our consumption of oil by 2.9 million
gallons per year in 2030—more than what we
currently import from all Persian Gulf coun-
tries combined.

Lowers energy costs for consumers with oil
prices projected to decline from more than
$100 per barrel to $57 per barrel in 2016 (in
2006 dollars) in part due to the new energy
law.

The new fuel standard for cars and trucks
will save American families $700 to $1,000 per
year at the pump.

Reduces global warming emissions by 2030
by up to 24 percent of what the U.S. needs to
do to help save the planet.

Building, appliance, and lighting efficiency
standards will save consumers $400 billion
through 2030.

Renewable Energy and Energy Conserva-
tion Tax Act—This legislation would end un-
necessary subsidies to Big Oil companies, in-
vest in clean, renewable energy and energy
efficiency, and help reduce global warming.
The bill includes provisions that will gen-
erate hundreds of thousands of green jobs in-
cluding an estimated 70,000 solar energy jobs,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

more than 20,000 biodiesel jobs, and protect
an additional 75,000 wind industry jobs.
President Bush has threatened to veto this
bill.

Energy Price Gouging Prevention Act—
This bill will provide immediate relief to
consumers by giving the Federal Trade Com-
mission (FTC) the authority to investigate
and punish those who artificially inflate the
price of energy. It will ensure the federal
government has the tools it needs to ade-
quately respond to energy emergencies and
prohibit price gouging—with a priority on
refineries and big o0il companies. President
Bush has threatened to veto this bill.

No Oil Producing and Exporting Cartels
(NOPEC) Act—Legislation to enable the De-
partment of Justice to take legal action
against foreign nations for participating in
oil cartels that drive up oil prices globally
and in the United States. President Bush has
threatened to veto this bill.

Energy Market Manipulation Prevention—
The new Farm Bill increases Commodity Fu-
tures Trading Commission oversight author-
ity to detect and prevent manipulation of en-
ergy prices. President Bush has vetoed this
bill.
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Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. I would like to close, Madam
Speaker, by simply saying that this
resolution was a resolution to allow
the International Soap Box Derby, an
organization that’s a nonprofit based
in Akron, Ohio, to use the Capitol
Grounds, and I fully support that.

I want to call attention to one thing.
In January of 2001, the month that this
current President took office, gas was
$1.47 a gallon. Today, the national av-
erage is $3.81, and I just want that for
the record, with all the other com-
ments that have been made on this par-
ticular bill for the Soap Box Derby.

I urge the passage of the permission
to allow the Soap Box Derby to use our
Capitol Grounds.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Madam Speaker, | support
House Concurrent Resolution 311, to author-
ize the use of the Capitol Grounds for the
Greater Washington Soap Box Derby.

| especially want to acknowledge the dedi-
cation of Mr. HOYER, the resolution’s annual
sponsor, who faithfully introduces this resolu-
tion to authorize use of the Capitol Grounds
for such a worthwhile event.

This annual event encourages all boys and
girls, ages 9 through 16, to construct and op-
erate their own soap box vehicles. The event
is supported by hundreds of volunteers, and
parents.

It is an excellent opportunity for parents to
have direct involvement in their children’s ac-
tivities. The derby’s mission is to provide chil-
dren with an activity that promotes technical
and social skills that will serve them through-
out their lives.

The derby organizers will work with the Ar-
chitect of the Capitol and the Capitol Police to
ensure the appropriate rules and regulations
are in place.

| urge my colleagues to join me in agreeing
to House Concurrent Resolution 311.

Mrs. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
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EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) that the
House suspend the rules and agree to
the concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res.
311.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the concur-
rent resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

AUTHORIZING THE USE OF THE
CAPITOL GROUNDS FOR A CELE-
BRATION OF THE 100TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF ALPHA KAPPA
ALPHA SORORITY

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and agree to the concur-
rent resolution (H. Con. Res. 335) au-
thorizing the wuse of the Capitol
Grounds for a celebration of the 100th
anniversary of Alpha Kappa Alpha So-
rority, Incorporated.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 335

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring),

SECTION 1. USE OF CAPITOL GROUNDS FOR
100TH ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION
OF ALPHA KAPPA ALPHA SORORITY,
INCORPORATED.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Alpha Kappa Alpha So-
rority, Incorporated (in this resolution re-
ferred to as the ‘‘sponsor’’), shall be per-
mitted to sponsor a public event (in this res-
olution referred to as the ‘‘event’) on the
Capitol Grounds to celebrate the 100th anni-
versary of Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority, In-
corporated.

(b) DATE OF EVENT.—The event shall be
held on July 17, 2008, or on such other date as
the Speaker of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration of the Senate jointly designate.

SEC. 2. TERMS AND CONDITIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Under conditions to be
prescribed by the Architect of the Capitol
and the Capitol Police Board, the event shall
be—

(1) free of admission charge and open to the
public; and

(2) arranged not to interfere with the needs
of Congress.

(b) EXPENSES AND LIABILITIES.—The spon-
sor shall assume full responsibility for all
expenses and liabilities incident to all activi-
ties associated with the event.

SEC. 3. EVENT PREPARATIONS.

Subject to the approval of the Architect of
the Capitol, the sponsor is authorized to
erect upon the Capitol Grounds such stage,
sound amplification devices, and other re-
lated structures and equipment as may be re-
quired for the event.

SEC. 4. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.

The Capitol Police Board shall provide for
enforcement of the restrictions contained in
section 5104(c) of title 40, United States Code,
concerning sales, advertisements, displays,
and solicitations on the Capitol Grounds, as
well as other restrictions applicable to the
Capitol Grounds, in connection with the
event.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON)
and the gentleman from New York (Mr.
KUHL) each will control 20 minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-

woman from Texas.
GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include any extraneous materials on H.
Con. Res. 335.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I might consume.

House Concurrent Resolution 335, in-
troduced by my friend and sorority sis-
ter, Ms. DIANE WATSON from California,
is a bill to authorize the use of the Cap-
itol Grounds for the 100th anniversary
of the Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority,
and this anniversary event is scheduled
for July 17, 2008. The event coordina-
tors will work with the office of the Ar-
chitect of the Capitol and the Capitol
Police Board regarding staging the
event with all events on the Capitol
Grounds, and will be free and open to
the public.

This sorority was founded on the
campus of Howard University 100 years
ago. Ms. DIANE WATSON is a b0-year
member. I'm a 35-year life member.
And it was founded by nine visionary
young women at the time, Ethel
Hedgeman Lyle, Anna Easter Brown,
Beulah Burke, Lillie Burke, Marjorie
Hill, Margaret Flagg Holmes, Lavinia
Norman, Lucy Slowe and Marie
Woolfolk Taylor. The Alpha Kappa
Alpha Sorority is the oldest Greek-let-
ter organization established for African
American college-trained women.

The formation of the sorority during
this moment in American history is
significant because it helped jump-
start a movement of educated African
American women who were resolute
and determined to eliminate barriers
for African Americans at a time when
opportunities were limited for minori-
ties.

These courageous young women, one
generation removed from slavery, were
the forebears of an entity that has pro-
gressively evolved into an organization
of 200,000 plus members and 975 chap-
ters in both the U.S. and abroad.

Today, membership in this organiza-
tion represents a diverse constituency
of women, from educators to heads of
state, politicians, lawyers, medical
professionals, media personalities, de-
cision-makers of major corporations.

Built upon the principle of service,
scholarship and sisterhood, Alpha
Kappa Alpha Sorority extensively
works to improve social and economic
conditions through community part-
nerships and programs. These corner-
stone values of the sorority will be on
full display in the coming weeks as
members, young and old, from across
the globe come to our Nation’s capital
to honor the organization’s 100th anni-
versary.
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More than 20,000 members of the so-
rority will converge upon Washington,
DC from July 11 until July 18. Members
will participate in a variety of em-
powerment forums, lectures, work-
shops, community service activities
centered on these principles through-
out the length of the convention.

During this week-long celebration,
members will reflect on 100 years of
achievement, enjoy the unbreakable
bonds of sisterhood, and look to the fu-
ture as the organization prepares for
the challenges of the next 100 years.

As a proud member of Alpha Kappa
Alpha Sorority, I extend my congratu-
lations and very best wishes to all of
my sorors as they gather here in our
Nation’s Capital, birthplace of our so-
rority, to pay tribute to 100 years of
service, scholarship and sisterhood.

Madam Speaker, I encourage all of
my colleagues to support this resolu-
tion authorizing the use of Capitol
Grounds for the celebration of the
100th anniversary of the Alpha Kappa
Alpha Sorority, Incorporated.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. KUHL of New York. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
might consume.

This resolution authorizes the use of
the Capitol Grounds for the 100th anni-
versary celebration of Alpha Xappa
Alpha Sorority. AKA, Alpha Xappa
Alpha, was founded in 1908 on the cam-
pus of Howard University, right here in
Washington, DC. The sorority performs
various community service projects
and encourages its members to con-
tribute to the community, while pur-
suing academic excellence.

The centennial program on the Cap-
itol Grounds will be just one part of
the year-long celebration. The event
will be free and open to the public.

Alpha Kappa Alpha will assume li-
ability for accidents and will be re-
sponsible for event costs in accordance
with the policies of the Architect of
the Capitol and the Capitol Police.

While we debate this concurrent reso-
lution, which is strictly a managerial
responsibility of this Congress, people
across the country are worrying about
how they will afford their next trip to
the gas station, and not about this par-
ticular celebration.

Since the Democrats took over Con-
gress, the price of gasoline has in-
creased more than a $1.50 a gallon. It’s
unfortunate, but Democrats seem to ig-
nore the law of supply and demand.

What you’ve heard here previously on
the resolution before the House dealt
with opening up the supply that’s im-
mediately available in this country,
American energy supply. The current
majority has done nothing to increase
energy supplies, and then wonder why
gas prices continue to soar. It is simply
unbelievable that the Democrat major-
ity refuses to debate the skyrocketing
costs of fuel.

Madam Speaker, while I do support
this resolution and request my col-
leagues to be likewise supportive, I
would reserve the balance of my time
at this time.
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Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I yield 5 min-
utes to Representative DIANE WATSON
of California.

Ms. WATSON. I want to thank the
gentlewoman from Texas.

I rise in strong support of H. Con.
Res. 335 which authorizes the use of the
Capitol Grounds on Thursday, July 17,
for a celebration of the 100th anniver-
sary of Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority,
Incorporated.

In January of this year, the sorority
began its year-long celebration of its
100-year anniversary. Founded in 1908
on the campus of Howard University in
Washington, DC, Alpha Kappa Alpha
Sorority, Incorporated is the first
Greek-letter organization founded by
African American college women.

Alpha Kappa Alpha is a sisterhood of
women who have consciously chosen to
improve the socioeconomic conditions
in their city, in their State, in the Na-
tion and in the world. Its history tells
a story of changing patterns of human
relations in America in the 20th Cen-
tury. The small group who organized
the sorority was just 1 generation re-
moved from slavery.

Through the years, the sorority di-
rected its efforts towards improving
the quality of life for all mankind,
while living our sorority’s motto, ‘“‘by
culture and by merit.”

I am so proud to count myself and
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON as members
and proud members of Alpha Kappa
Alpha Sorority. Throughout the years,
I have witnessed firsthand how the
power, vision and commitment of our
founders and members have inspired
Alpha Kappa Alpha to endure and pros-
per through 10 decades.

I encourage my colleagues to support
H. Con. Res. 335, which will ensure that
a vital component of the 100th anniver-
sary celebration will take place on
these distinguished grounds of the
United States Capitol.

I want you to know, our membership
is very tuned in to the issues that we
face domestically and we face inter-
nationally. And they would want to see
all of us be able to benefit from the leg-
islation that is passing both Chambers
and going to the Governor to reduce
the prices of oil, to address our infra-
structure, to provide the right to
health care for every American, to be
sure that Americans can receive and
realize the American dream to home
ownership.

I am so proud to stand here in sup-
port of H. Con. Res. 335, to allow our
membership to come in and get into
this progressive atmosphere and to cel-
ebrate their 100th year of existence.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Madam Speaker, | rise in
strong support of H. Con. Res. 335, author-
izing the use of the Capitol Grounds for a
celebration of the 100th anniversary of Alpha
Kappa Alpha Sorority, Incorporated. | am
pleased to support this resolution and recog-
nize the contributions that the Alpha Kappa
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Alpha Sorority has made to strengthening net-
works that cut across racial, geographical, po-
litical, and social barriers. This event is a fit-
ting tribute to the organization and | congratu-
late the sorority on its 100th anniversary.

The commitment of Alpha Kappa Alpha
members to public service is long and leg-
endary. The sorority has evolved over its 100—
year history from a college-based organization
in support of young women in their intellectual
and cultural development to an organization
that dedicates itself to a variety of humani-
tarian programs.

These programs include the Mississippi
Health Project, the Educational Advancement
Foundation, and the IVY AKAdemy. The IVY
AKAdemy program promotes early learning
and mastery of basic reading skills, enhances
the school experience of children and young
people through hundreds of local programs
around the country and in South Africa. For
members of AKA, community service and sis-
terhood are life-long commitments. Many
members of Alpha Kappa Alpha stay active in
the organization for more than 50 years.

It is fitting that the Alpha Kappa Alpha So-
rority celebrates its 100th anniversary here on
Capitol Hill.

| urge my colleagues to join me in agreeing
to H. Con. Res. 335.

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Madam Speaker, |
rise today in strong support of H. Con. Res.
335, a bill to authorize the use of the Capitol
Grounds for the 100th anniversary celebration
of Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority, Incorporated.

Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority was founded on
January 15th, 1908 by nine visionary women
at Howard University. As America’s first
Greek-letter sorority founded by and for Afri-
can American women to improve life for all Af-
rican Americans, Alpha Kappa Alpha is truly
celebrating a long tradition of commitment to
sisterhood and service.

Driven by these noble ideals, Alpha Kappa
Alpha has evolved into one of the world's
leading service organizations with 975 chap-
ters and approximately 200,000 members
worldwide. One of those members, in par-
ticular, is near and dear to my heart. Mariama
Carson, my lovely wife shares in the unique
bond that is found among the sisters of Alpha
Kappa Alpha Sorority. | truly believe her dedi-
cation to service was fostered through her
membership in Alpha Kappa Alpha, and has
helped her development as an accomplished
and successful teacher in Indianapolis. She,
like many of her fellow sorors, chose Alpha
Kappa Alpha as a means of self-growth
through volunteer service.

Madam Speaker, AKA’s have touched the
stars of our universe through members like Dr.
Mae Jemison and have brought conscience to
this body through members like Congress-
woman SHELIA JACKSON-LEE and Ms. Erika
Barrera, Communications Director for Con-
gressman BRUCE BRALEY. But their stories are
not isolated cases.

Throughout its 100 years of history, Alpha
Kappa Alpha is full of women who have
emerged as leaders in their professions and
communities. Through distinguished members
like Liberian President Ellen Johnson-Sirleaf;
actress Phylicia Rashad; and the 102-year-old
Mrs. Hazel Hainsworth Young, one of the So-
rority’s most senior members, Alpha Kappa
Alpha has and will continue to be an organiza-
tion of focused and compassionate women
committed to changing the world.
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Madam Speaker, | am proud and honored
to support this resolution; because | believe
this sorority has and will continue to be an
amazing organization that helps to better com-
munities around the world. | hope all my col-
leagues will join me in granting Alpha Kappa
Alpha the use of the Capitol Grounds and sup-
porting their 100 year anniversary.

Mr. KUHL of New York. I yield back
the balance of my time.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I urge support
of this resolution, and I yield back the
balance of our time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) that the
House suspend the rules and agree to
the concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res.
335.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the concur-
rent resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

JAMES M. & THOMAS W.L. ASHLEY
CUSTOMS BUILDING AND UNITED
STATES COURTHOUSE

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill (H.R.
3712) to designate the Federal building
and United States courthouse located
at 1716 Spielbusch Avenue in Toledo,
Ohio, as the “James M. & Thomas W.L.
Ashley Customs Building and United
States Courthouse,”” as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3712

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. DESIGNATION.

The United States courthouse located at 1716
Spielbusch Avenue in Toledo, Ohio, shall be
known and designated as the ‘“‘James M. Ashley
and Thomas W.L. Ashley United States Court-
house’’.

SEC. 2. REFERENCES.

Any reference in a law, map, regulation, doc-
ument, paper, or other record of the United
States to the United States courthouse referred
to in section 1 shall be deemed to be a reference
to the “James M. Ashley and Thomas W.L. Ash-
ley United States Courthouse’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON)
and the gentleman from New York (Mr.
KUHL) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous materials.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Texas?

There was no objection.
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Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, H.R. 3712 as amended is
a bill to designate the Federal building located
at 1716 Spielbusch Avenue in Toledo, Ohio,
as the “James M. Ashley and Thomas W.L.
Ashley United States Courthouse”.

The late Congressman and Governor James
M. Ashley and former Congressman Thomas
W.L. Ashley served their Ohio constituents for
over 30 years as Members of Congress and
Governor. The Ashley family has served with
distinction in public service for a span of al-
most 100 years in the state of Ohio.

James Monroe Ashley served five terms as
a Republican Congressman from Ohio. Gov-
ernor Ashley’s best known Congressional
achievement was as the primary sponsor of
the resolution which is recognized as the ante-
cedent of the thirteenth amendment which
abolished slavery within the United States and
its territories.

While in Congress, James Ashley also be-
came the chair of the House Committee on
Territories, leading the congressional effort to
organize Nevada, Idaho, Arizona, Wyoming,
and Montana.

As chair of the House Committee on Terri-
tories, he wrote the enabling act for Nebraska,
Colorado, and Nevada on which he condi-
tioned that a separate vote be held by these
potential member States that would prevent
them from establishing slavery without the
consent and approval of Congress.

With this measure, Ashley, an avowed aboli-
tionist, signaled that no new slave States
would be admitted to the Union. After serving
in Congress, James M. Ashley was appointed
Governor of Montana in 1869 by President
Ulysses S. Grant.

Thomas William Ludlow Ashley was the
great-grandson of former Governor and Con-
gressman James M. Ashley. Congressman
Thomas Ashley served in the United States
Army during the Second World War. He went
on to graduate first from Yale University in
1948 and from the Ohio State University Law
School in 1951.

Congressman Ashley later held several po-
sitions as a private lawyer and a member of
the media. In 1954 Congressman Ashley was
elected as a Democrat to Congress and went
on to serve a total of 13 terms in Congress.

While in Congress, Congressman Ashley
served as chairman of the Select Committee
on Energy and the Committee on Merchant
Marine and Fisheries.

Congressman Ashley also served as the as-
sistant majority whip for the Democratic Party.
Congressman Ashley’s most prominent legis-
lative success was PL 89-117 which directed
the Federal Government to assist in the provi-
sion of housing for low and moderate income
families.

This law was the precursor to the creation
of the Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment which was created later in that
same Congress. After leaving Congress in
1981, Ashley went on to found a legal and
consulting firm in Washington, DC. Congress-
man Thomas W.L. Ashley currently resides in
the Washington, DC area.

James Monroe Ashley and Thomas William
Ludlow Ashley will be remembered as distin-
guished public servants to the great State of
Ohio.

The Ashley family served as leaders in both
the Democratic and Republican Party in Ohio
and each served their party well.
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They will be respected as great Americans
whose dedication to public service was
passed down through the generations. As
such, it is very appropriate that the United
States Courthouse in Toledo, Ohio, be des-
ignated as the “James M. Ashley and Thomas
W.L. Ashley United States Courthouse”.

I recognize the gentlelady from Ohio
(Ms. KAPTUR) for as much time as she
may consume.

Ms. KAPTUR. I rise today and ask
my colleagues to join me in support of
H.R. 3712, which seeks to name the
Federal Courthouse Building located in
Toledo Ohio, the James M. Ashley and
Thomas W. Ludlow Ashley Customs
Building and TUnited States Court-
house.
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This deserved recognition of two
well-known lawmakers from the Ash-
ley family, whose roots run deep in
America and our community, pays
tribute to the lives of late Congress-
man and Governor James M. Ashley
who served here in the 19th century, as
well as his great-grandson, former Con-
gressman Thomas W. Ludlow Ashley,
who served here during the 20th cen-
tury.

These visionary Americans who lived
in three different centuries advanced
America’s promise and the cause of so-
cial justice as they made immeasurable
public service contributions to both de-
fine and direct the course of our Na-
tion, one in the abolitionist fight to
eliminate slavery in our Nation, and
the other to bind up America’s wounds
in the civil rights era to help our Na-
tion gain its idealistic foothold again.

Congressman James Ashley, who
served in our U.S. House of Representa-
tives from December 1859 to March
1869, was an active abolitionist credited
with introducing the first bill for the
13th Amendment to our constitution to
abolish the practice of slavery. He also
drafted a bill to abolish slavery in
Washington, DC. These extraordinarily
brave actions in his era are illustrative
of Ashley’s courageous leadership.
They reflect the Ashley family’s place
in history on the scales of justice and
equality for all people.

During his tenure in Congress, James
Ashley served as chairman of the Com-
mittee on Territories, and he was later
appointed Governor of Montana. Con-
gressman Thomas Ludlow Ashley,
great-grandson of James Ashley from
Lucas County, Toledo, Ohio, served a
quarter century, 13 terms, from Janu-
ary 1955 to January 1981. During his
tenure, he served as the chairman of
the Select Committee on Energy where
he was chosen by then-Speaker Thomas
Tip O’Neill to prepare comprehensive
legislative proposals across congres-
sional committees to regain America’s
energy independence.

During that era of the 1970s, that
landmark legislation, the Energy Con-
servation Act of 1976, and subsequent
Carter administration energy inde-
pendence proposals became America’s
first step on an arduous journey into a
new energy age.
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He also served as chairman of the
Committee on Merchant Marines and
Fisheries and as assistant majority
whip for the Democrats in the House.

Lud was an outstanding leader in
both community development and en-
ergy policy. As Chair of the Housing
and Community Development Sub-
committee for the Banking Committee,
he, like his great-grandfather before
him, championed social justice. He
wrote and gained passage of the Dem-
onstration City Act and the Housing
and Community Development Act of
1974 and 1977 to rebuild America’s cities
and communities in the wake of the
civil rights era.

Indeed, the very establishment of the
Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment during the Lyndon Johnson
administration was made possible by
Lud’s effective and dogged congres-
sional leadership. Housing for the less
fortunate and more sustainable com-
munities across our country were made
possible through his unyielding and
creative efforts. A banker’s banker, he
also gained passage of the Bank Merger
Act of 1966, the Export Development
Administration Act of 1969, the Export
Expansion and Finance Act of 1971.

A World War II hero, Congressman
Ashley also served in the U.S. Army
prior to his service in the U.S. House.
Subsequent to his career in Congress,
Congressman Ashley founded a con-
sulting firm in Washington, DC, and
now resides in Traverse City, Michigan.

I would ask my colleagues to please
join me in supporting this bill in honor
of two centuries of a family’s service to
America by the Ashley family and
their two outstanding sons whose com-
mitment to America is historic. Ohio is
proud to claim these two favorite sons,
men of principle, as people who
changed America for the better.

I thank my dear colleague from
Texas, Congresswoman JOHNSON for
yielding to me. I thank Congressman
KUHL, and I thank the leadership here
for allowing us from the proud Buckeye
State of Ohio to place the Ashley fam-
ily’s name on our revered Federal
courthouse in perpetuity.

Mr. KUHL of New York. I yield my-
self such time as I might consume.

I rise in support of the resolution of-
fered by the gentlewoman from Ohio,
Representative KAPTUR.

H.R. 3712 designates the Federal
building and United States courthouse
located in Toledo, Ohio as the ‘“‘James
M. Ashley and Thomas W. L. Ashley
Customs Building and United States
Courthouse.”

James Mitchell Ashley was an Ohio
congressman who served five terms in
the United States Congress where he
served for 8 years as the chairman on
the Committee of Territories. Rep-
resentative Ashley had a prominent
role in the passage of the 13th amend-
ment, which abolished slavery. Fol-
lowing his service in Congress, James
Ashley served as the Governor of the
Territory of Montana, as you have pre-
viously heard, and helped to construct
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the Toledo, Ann Arbor and Northern
Railroad.

His great grandson, Thomas William
Ludlow Ashley, also served as a con-
gressman from Ohio from 1955 to 1981,
some 26 years. Representative Thomas
Ashley served 13 terms in Congress,
and was chairman of the Select Com-
mittee on Energy in the 95th Congress.
Prior to his service, he served in the
Pacific theater during World War II as
a corporal in the United States Army.

This bill is a fitting tribute to their
service and to their country. I support
this measure, and urge my colleagues
to do the same.

While this legislation will name a
courthouse in Ohio, it is not on the
issue or not on the minds of people
across the country as they travel to
work. They are more worried about the
cost of filling up their gas tanks than
they are the managerial actions of
Congress’ naming a building after some
very honorable people. The American
people are really feeling the pain at the
pump, and this Congress has ignored
their calls for help. It seems that,
every night, the news media proclaims
that the gas prices have hit another
record high. As Congress idles and as
prices soar, the problem is being ig-
nored. This is something that Congress
must act on immediately.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I have no fur-
ther requests for time, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. KUHL of New York. Madam
Speaker, I would encourage my col-
leagues to support this resolution as it
is a fine, honorable, memorable tribute
to a wonderful family from Ohio.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Madam Speaker, | strongly
support H.R. 3712, a bill to designate the U.S.
courthouse located at 1716 Spielbusch Ave-
nue in Toledo, Ohio, as the “James M. Ashley
and Thomas W.L. Ashley United States Court-
house.” This bill was introduced by the gentle-
woman from Ohio, Ms. KAPTUR, to honor two
members of the Ashley family, James M. Ash-
ley and Thomas W.L. Ashley.

The Ashley family has a distinguished
record in public service dating back to the mid
1800s. Various members of this family have
served in the U.S. House of Representatives
since 1858.

James Monroe Ashley, 1824—1896, served
five terms as a Representative from Ohio.
During the American Civil War, Congressman
Ashley was the first Representative to call for
an amendment to the United States Constitu-
tion to outlaw slavery. The amendment he
sponsored served as the antecedent to the
thirteenth amendment of the Constitution,
which abolished slavery.

Thomas William Ludlow Ashley is the great-
grandson of former Governor and Congress-
man, James M. Ashley. In 1954, Thomas Wil-
liam Ludlow Ashley was elected to Congress
served a total of 13 terms in Congress. While
in Congress, Representative “Lud” Ashley
served as chairman of the Select Committee
on Energy and the Committee on Merchant
Marine and Fisheries. In 1977, Speaker Thom-
as P. “Tip” O’Neill established a Select Com-
mittee on Energy and appointed Congressman
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Ashley to chair the Committee, which com-
piled energy legislation based on bills reported
by several House committees in response to
President Jimmy Carter’s legislative proposal.

This bill is a fitting tribute to two distin-
guished public servants.

| urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting the bill.

Mr. KUHL of New York. I yield back
the balance of my time.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I move that we
support this resolution for a very de-
serving family.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 3712, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
““A bill to designate the United States
courthouse located at 1716 Spielbusch
Avenue in Toledo, Ohio, as the ‘James
M. Ashley and Thomas W.L. Ashley
United States Courthouse’.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

THOMAS JEFFERSON CENSUS BU-
REAU HEADQUARTERS BUILDING

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill (H.R.
5599) to designate the Federal building
located at 4600 Silver Hill Road in
Suitland, Maryland, as the ‘‘Thomas
Jefferson Census Bureau Headquarters
Building”.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5599

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that—

(1) Thomas Jefferson, as Secretary of State
in 1790, supervised the first modern census in
world history;

(2) the 1790 census was the first national
census in the United States and the first
periodic census in the modern nation-state
era;

(3) Jefferson urged President Washington
to veto the first apportionment bill pre-
sented by Congress on the grounds that it
was unconstitutional, and Jefferson’s own
apportionment formula was adopted and
used until 1840;

(4) Jefferson’s mastery of numbers and sta-
tistical analysis helped alert the Nation to
the importance of accuracy in the numbers
used to describe the society and pointed to
methods that later improved census taking;

(5) Jefferson offered population corrections
to the European diplomatic community to
more accurately convey the fast-growing
United States population, which had been
undercounted in previous census taking;

(6) Jefferson believed in the importance of
territorial expansion and insisted on equal
representation for the territories that were
to join the Union as States;

(7) Jefferson supervised the first census in
world history that gave to the people more
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than it took from them, being designed less
to extract taxes or raise a militia than to ap-
portion political power to the people of the
United States according to their numbers;
and

(8) Jefferson’s role in establishing a repub-
lic based on principles of representation un-
derscores the historical significance of the
United States census and the way the Gov-
ernment views and governs itself today.

SEC. 2. DESIGNATION.

The Federal building located at 4600 Silver
Hill Road in Suitland, Maryland, shall be
known and designated as the ‘‘Thomas Jef-
ferson Census Bureau Headquarters Build-
ing”’.

SEC. 3. REFERENCES.

Any reference in a law, map, regulation,
document, paper, or other record of the
United States to the Federal building re-
ferred to in section 2 shall be deemed to be
a reference to the ‘“‘“Thomas Jefferson Census
Bureau Headquarters Building”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON)
and the gentleman from New York (Mr.
KUHL) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous materials on H.R.
5599.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I might consume.

Madam Speaker, H.R. 5599 is a bill to
designate the Federal building in
Suitland, Maryland, as the Thomas
Jefferson Census Bureau Headquarters
Building. The bill has bipartisan sup-
port.

Although Thomas Jefferson is best
remembered as the third President of
the United States, as the author of the
Declaration of Independence, he also is
considered by some to be the first di-
rector of the U.S. census.

In 1790, while Secretary of State, Jef-
ferson conducted the first national cen-
sus. Although the practice of per-
forming a census has been in practice
for thousands of years, the U.S. census
in considered to be the first modern
periodic census. Several European
countries followed suit shortly after in
the early 19th century.

Today, the results of the census are
used to determine the size of congres-
sional districts, the allocation of seats
allotted to each State in the U.S.
House of Representatives, as a factor in
the allocation of Federal resources, and
perhaps most importantly as a re-
search tool to track economic and pop-
ulation trends in the United States.

It is most fitting and proper that we
support this designation and honor one
of Jefferson’s numerous contributions
to our Nation’s history. I support H.R.
5599.
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I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. KUHL of New York. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

H.R. 5599 names the new Census Bu-
reau headquarters building in Suitland,
Maryland, as the Thomas Jefferson
Census Bureau Headquarters Building.

As the first Secretary of State,
Thomas Jefferson was a strong advo-
cate of a national census, and he super-
vised the first census in 1790. Early
population estimates misjudged the
number of Americans in many areas,
unfortunately, and it resulted in under-
representation in many areas of this
country in the first Congress. Under
Jefferson’s leadership, however, the
census developed into a more useful
and accurate process.

Thomas Jefferson’s advocacy for a
complete and accurate census land laid
the foundation for the Census Bureau
we have today. He believed that an ac-
curate census was essential to ensure
that the government represented its
people effectively. So it is fitting that
the new census building bear his name,
and I support the bill and urge its
adoption and applaud my colleague,
Representative MALONEY, on bringing
it before the House for its adoption
today.

But while we debate these matters,
the issue persists, and that is the high
cost of gasoline. And this Congress con-
tinues to ignore the rising cost of gaso-
line. American workers are struggling
to fill up their tanks, and this Congress
has done nothing to ease that burden.
The Democratic majority has failed to
provide the real leadership in address-
ing the high cost of fuel which requires
an increased supply, American supply.

Thank you, Madam Speaker, for an
opportunity to speak on this.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I yield 3 min-
utes to the gentlelady from New York
(Mrs. MALONEY).

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Madam
Speaker, I thank my colleague for
yielding and for her leadership in this
Congress, and I rise in strong support
of my bill H.R. 5599, a bill to designate
the Census Bureau headquarters Fed-
eral Dbuilding for Founding Father
Thomas Jefferson.

The Census Bureau has just been re-
located to a modern state-of-the-art
building in Suitland, Maryland. I want
to thank Chairman OBERSTAR and Con-
gresswoman HOLMES NORTON for their
help in moving this bill forward.

I introduced this legislation along
with colleagues that have been strong
supporters of an accurate census—
HOLMES NORTON, HOYER, DAVIS, TURN-
ER, RUPPERSBERGER, HONDA, GONZALEZ,
WYNN, COHEN, and CANNON—to honor
Thomas Jefferson’s contributions to
the modern census and the Founding
Fathers’ vision of a truly representa-
tive government in which every Amer-
ican counts.

Jefferson’s role in establishing a re-
public based on the principle of fair
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representation emphasizes the histor-
ical significance of the American cen-
sus and the way our government views
and governs itself today. Jefferson’s
significant contributions to the early
American census include his alerting
the Nation to the importance of accu-
racy in census taking and his recogni-
tion of the need to fully represent
newly acquired territories in the cen-
sus.

Historically, census taking was a
negative thing. It was used for raising
taxes for the militia. Thomas Jeffer-
son, as Secretary of State, oversaw the
first census in history, which was posi-
tive, which gave the people more than
it took away by empowering those
counted with a voice in their govern-
ment.

As we have heard in recent weeks,
the 2010 census has some very serious
challenges. Although much work re-
mains to be done to ensure its success-
ful implementation, naming this build-
ing for Thomas Jefferson underscores
this Congress’ commitment to getting
it right and making sure that every
citizen is counted.

0 1130

A fair and accurate census, putting
political power in the hands of the peo-
ple, is a uniquely American invention.
Let us honor our Founding Fathers’
legacy by celebrating Thomas Jeffer-
son, the father of the modern census.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Madam Speaker, | rise in
support of H.R. 5599, a bill to designate the
Federal building located at 4600 Silver Hill
Road in Suitland, Maryland, as the “Thomas
Jefferson Census Bureau Headquarters Build-
ing”.
gI'he United States census is a count of the
Nation’s population, conducted every 10
years. The results are used for various pur-
poses, including allocation of congressional
seats and impacting Government program
funding for States and localities. The U.S.
Census Bureau is responsible for conducting
the census and serves “as the leading source
of quality data about the Nation’s people and
economy,” according to its mission.

The census is our Nation’s longest contin-
uous scientific project. In 1790, while Sec-
retary of State, Thomas Jefferson conducted
the first official count of the Nation’s popu-
lation. Census Day was August 2, 1790. The
national census has several colonial prede-
cessors with eight of the original 13 colonies
having conducted their own census.

President Jefferson not only was one of our
Founding Fathers and the third President of
the United States, but he was also an early
demographer.

Therefore, it is fitting and proper that we
designate this Federal building as the “Thom-
as Jefferson Census Bureau Headquarters
Building”.

| urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting H.R. 5599.

Mr. KUHL of New York. Madam
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time and encourage my colleagues
to vote in support of this resolution.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I have no fur-
ther requests for time, and I move the
passage of this resolution.
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I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 5599.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

HEALTH CENTERS RENEWAL ACT
OF 2008

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 1343) to amend
the Public Health Service Act to pro-
vide additional authorizations of ap-
propriations for the health centers pro-
gram under section 330 of such Act, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1343

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Health Centers
Renewal Act of 2008,

SEC. 2. ADDITIONAL AUTHORIZATIONS OF AP-
PROPRIATIONS FOR HEALTH CEN-
TERS PROGRAM.

Section 330(r)(1) of the Public Health Service
Act (42 U.S.C. 254b(r)(1)) is amended to read as
follows:

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For the purpose of carrying
out this section, in addition to the amounts au-
thorized to be appropriated under subsection
(d), there are authorized to be appropriated—

““(A) for fiscal year 2008, $2,213,020,000;

“(B) for fiscal year 2009, $2,451,394,400;

“(C) for fiscal year 2010, $2,757,818,700;

“(D) for fiscal year 2011, $3,116,335,131; and

“(E) for fiscal year 2012, $3,537,040,374.”.

SEC. 3. RECOGNITION OF HIGH POVERTY AREAS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 330(c) of the Public
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 254b(c)) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

““(3) RECOGNITION OF HIGH POVERTY AREAS.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—In making grants under
this subsection, the Secretary may recognize the
unique needs of high poverty areas.

‘“(B) HIGH POVERTY AREA DEFINED.—For pur-
poses of subparagraph (A), the term ‘high pov-
erty area’ means a catchment area which is es-
tablished in a manner that is consistent with the
factors in subsection (k)(3)(J), and the poverty
rate of which is greater than the national aver-
age poverty rate as determined by the Bureau of
the Census.””.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall apply to grants made on
or after January 1, 2009.

SEC. 4. LIABILITY PROTECTIONS FOR HEALTH
CENTER VOLUNTEER PRACTI-
TIONERS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 224 of the Public
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 233) is amended—

(1) in subsection (g)(1)(A)—

(A4) in the first sentence, by striking ‘“‘or em-
ployee’ and inserting ‘‘employee, or (subject to
subsection (k)(4)) volunteer practitioner’’; and

(B) in the second sentence, by inserting ‘‘and
subsection (k)(4)” after ‘‘subject to paragraph
5)”’; and

(2) in each of subsections (g9), (i), (5), (k), (1),
and (m)—
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(4) by striking the term ‘‘employee, or con-
tractor’ each place such term appears and in-
serting ‘‘employee, volunteer practitioner, or
contractor’’;

(B) by striking the term ‘“‘employee, and con-
tractor’ each place such term appears and in-
serting ‘‘employee, volunteer practitioner, and
contractor’’;

(C) by striking the term ‘‘employee, or any
contractor’ each place such term appears and
inserting ‘‘employee, volunteer practitioner, or
contractor’’; and

(D) by striking the term ‘‘employees, or con-
tractors’ each place such term appears and in-
serting ‘‘employees, volunteer practitioners, or
contractors’’.

(b) APPLICABILITY;  DEFINITION.—Section
224(k) of the Public Health Service Act (42
U.S.C. 233(k)) is amended by adding at the end
the following paragraph:

“(4)(A) Subsections (g) through (m) apply
with respect to volunteer practitioners beginning
with the first fiscal year for which an appro-
priations Act provides that amounts in the fund
under paragraph (2) are available with respect
to such practitioners.

‘““(B) For purposes of subsections (g) through
(m), the term ‘volunteer practitioner’ means a
practitioner who, with respect to an entity de-
scribed in subsection (g)(4), meets the following
conditions:

‘(i) In the State involved, the practitioner is
a licensed physician, a licensed clinical psychol-
ogist, or other licensed or certified health care
practitioner.

““(it) At the request of such entity, the practi-
tioner provides services to patients of the entity,
at a site at which the entity operates or at a site
designated by the entity. The weekly number of
hours of services provided to the patients by the
practitioner is not a factor with respect to meet-
ing conditions under this subparagraph.

““(iii) The practitioner does not for the provi-
sion of such services receive any compensation
from such patients, from the entity, or from
third-party payors (including reimbursement
under any insurance policy or health plan, or
under any Federal or State health benefits pro-

gram).”’.

SEC. 5. LIABILITY PROTECTIONS FOR HEALTH
CENTER PRACTITIONERS PRO-
VIDING SERVICES IN EMERGENCY
AREAS.

Section 224(g) of the Public Health Service Act
(42 U.S.C. 233(g)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)(B)(ii), by striking ‘‘sub-
paragraph (C)”’ and inserting ‘‘subparagraph
(C) and paragraph (6)”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following para-
graph:

“(6)(A) Subject to subparagraph (C), para-
graph (1)(B)(ii) applies to health services pro-
vided to individuals who are not patients of the
entity involved if, as determined under criteria
issued by the Secretary, the following conditions
are met:

‘(i) The services are provided by a contractor,
volunteer practitioner (as defined in subsection
(k)(4)(B)), or employee of the entity who is a
physician or other licensed or certified health
care practitioner and who is otherwise deemed
to be an employee for purposes of paragraph
(1)(A) when providing services with respect to
the entity.

‘““(ii) The services are provided in an emer-
gency area (as defined in subparagraph (D)),
with respect to a public health emergency or
magjor disaster described in subparagraph (D),
and during the period for which such emergency
or disaster is determined or declared, respec-
tively.

““(iii) The services of the contractor, volunteer
practitioner, or employee (referred to in this
paragraph as the ‘out-of-area practitioner’) are
provided under an arrangement with—

‘(1) an entity that is deemed to be an em-
ployee for purposes of paragraph (1)(A) and
that serves the emergency area involved (re-
ferred to in this paragraph as an ‘emergency-
area entity’); or
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‘“(II) a Federal agency that has responsibil-
ities regarding the provision of health services
in such area during the emergency.

“(iv) The purposes of the arrangement are—

‘(1) to coordinate, to the extent practicable,
the provision of health services in the emergency
area by the out-of-area practitioner with the
provision of services by the emergency-area enti-
ty, or by the Federal agency, as the case may
be;

‘“(11) to identify a location in the emergency
area to which such practitioner should report
for purposes of providing health services, and to
identify an individual or individuals in the area
to whom the practitioner should report for such
purposes; and

““(111) to verify the identity of the practitioner
and that the practitioner is licensed or certified
by one or more of the States.

“(v) With respect to the licensure or certifi-
cation of health care practitioners, the provision
of services by the out-of-area practitioner in the
emergency area is not a violation of the law of
the State in which the area is located.

‘““(B) In issuing criteria under subparagraph
(A), the Secretary shall take into account the
need to rapidly enter into arrangements under
such subparagraph in order to provide health
services in emergency areas promptly after the
emergency begins.

“(C) Subparagraph (A) applies with respect to
an act or omission of an out-of-area practitioner
only to the extent that the practitioner is not
immune from liability for such act or omission
under the Volunteer Protection Act of 1997.

‘““(D) For purposes of this paragraph, the term
‘emergency area’ means a geographic area for
which—

‘(i) the Secretary has made a determination
under section 319 that a public health emer-
gency exists; or

““(ii) a presidential declaration of major dis-
aster has been issued under section 401 of the
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act.”’.

SEC. 6. DEMONSTRATION PROJECT FOR INTE-
GRATED HEALTH SYSTEMS TO EX-
PAND ACCESS TO PRIMARY AND PRE-
VENTIVE SERVICES FOR THE MEDI-
CALLY UNDERSERVED.

Part D of title 111 of the Public Health Service
Act (42 U.S.C. 259b et seq.) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subpart:

“Subpart XI—Demonstration Project for Inte-
grated Health Systems to Expand Access to
Primary and Preventive Services for the
Medically Underserved

“SEC. 340H. DEMONSTRATION PROJECT FOR IN-

TEGRATED HEALTH SYSTEMS TO EX-
PAND ACCESS TO PRIMARY AND PRE-
VENTIVE CARE FOR THE MEDICALLY
UNDERSERVED.

““(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF DEMONSTRATION.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than January 1,
2009, the Secretary shall establish a demonstra-
tion project (hereafter in this section referred to
as the ‘demonstration’) under which up to 30
qualifying integrated health systems receive
grants for the costs of their operations to ex-
pand access to primary and preventive services
for the medically underserved.

‘““(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this
section shall be construed as authorizing grants
to be made or used for the costs of specialty care
or hospital care furnished by an integrated
health system.

‘““(b) APPLICATION.—Any integrated health
system desiring to participate in the demonstra-
tion shall submit an application in such man-
ner, at such time, and containing such informa-
tion as the Secretary may require.

‘““(c) CRITERIA FOR SELECTION.—In selecting
integrated health systems to participate in the
demonstration (hereafter in this section referred
to as ‘participating integrated health systems’),
the Secretary shall ensure representation of in-
tegrated health systems that are located in a va-
riety of States (including the District of Colum-
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bia and the territories and possessions of the
United States) and locations within States, in-
cluding rural areas, inner-city areas, and fron-
tier areas.

“‘(d) DURATION.—Subject to the availability of
appropriations, the demonstration shall be con-
ducted (and operating grants be made to each
participating integrated health system) for a pe-
riod of 3 years.

“(e) REPORTS.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall submit
to the appropriate committees of the Congress
interim and final reports with respect to the
demonstration, with an interim report being
submitted not later than 3 months after the dem-
onstration has been in operation for 24 months
and a final report being submitted not later
than 3 months after the close of the demonstra-
tion.

““(2) CONTENT.—Such vreports shall evaluate
the effectiveness of the demonstration in pro-
viding greater access to primary and preventive
care for medically underserved populations, and
how the coordinated approach offered by inte-
grated health systems contributes to improved
patient outcomes.

“(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authoriced to be
appropriated 325,000,000 for each of the fiscal
years 2009, 2010, and 2011 to carry out this sec-
tion.

““(2) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this section
shall be construed as requiring or authorizing a
reduction in the amounts appropriated for
grants to health centers under section 330 for
the fiscal years referred to in paragraph (1).

““(9) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion:

““(1) FRONTIER AREA.—The term ‘frontier area’
has the meaning given to such term in regula-
tions promulgated pursuant to section 3301(r).

““(2) INTEGRATED HEALTH SYSTEM.—The term
‘integrated health system’ means a health sys-
tem that—

“(A) has a demonstrated capacity and com-
mitment to provide a full range of primary care,
specialty care, and hospital care in both inpa-
tient and outpatient settings; and

“(B) is organized to provide such care in a co-
ordinated fashion.

“(3) QUALIFYING INTEGRATED HEALTH SYS-
TEM.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualifying inte-
grated health system’ means a public or private
nonprofit entity that is an integrated health
system that meets the requirements of subpara-
graph (B) and serves a medically underserved
population (either through the staff and sup-
porting resources of the integrated health Sys-
tem or through contracts or cooperative ar-
rangements) by providing—

‘(i) required primary and preventive health
and related services (as defined in paragraph
(4)); and

“(ii) as may be appropriate for a population
served by a particular integrated health system,
integrative health services (as defined in para-
graph (5)) that are necessary for the adequate
support of the required primary and preventive
health and related services and that improve
care coordination.

‘““B) OTHER REQUIREMENTS.—The require-
ments of this subparagraph are that the inte-
grated health system—

“(i) will make the required primary and pre-
ventive health and related services of the inte-
grated health system available and accessible in
the service area of the integrated health system
promptly, as appropriate, and in a manner
which assures continuity;

“(ii) will demonstrate financial responsibility
by the use of such accounting procedures and
other requirements as may be prescribed by the
Secretary;

““(iii) provides or will provide services to indi-
viduals who are eligible for medical assistance
under title XIX of the Social Security Act or for
assistance under title XXI of such Act;
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“(iv) has prepared a schedule of fees or pay-
ments for the provision of its services consistent
with locally prevailing rates or charges and de-
signed to cover its reasonable costs of operation
and has prepared a corresponding schedule of
discounts to be applied to the payment of such
fees or payments, which discounts are adjusted
on the basis of the patient’s ability to pay;

“(v) will assure that no patient will be denied
health care services due to an individual’s in-
ability to pay for such services;

“‘(vi) will assure that any fees or payments re-
quired by the system for such services will be re-
duced or waived to enable the system to fulfill
the assurance described in clause (v);

““(vii) provides assurances that any grant
funds will be expended to supplement, and not
supplant, the expenditures of the integrated
health system for primary and preventive health
services for the medically underserved; and

““(viii) submits to the Secretary such reports as
the Secretary may require to determine compli-
ance with this subparagraph.

““(C) TREATMENT OF CERTAIN ENTITIES.—The
term ‘qualifying integrated health system’ may
include a nurse-managed health clinic if such
clinic meets the requirements of subparagraphs
(A) and (B) (except those requirements that
have been waived under paragraph (4)(B)).

‘““(4) REQUIRED PRIMARY AND PREVENTIVE
HEALTH AND RELATED SERVICES.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
paragraph (B), the term ‘required primary and
preventive health and related services’ means
basic health services consisting of—

““(i) health services related to family medicine,
internal medicine, pediatrics, obstetrics, or gyn-
ecology that are furnished by physicians where
appropriate, physician assistants, nurse practi-
tioners, and nurse midwives;

‘““(ii)  diagnostic laboratory services and
radiologic services;
‘‘(iii) preventive health services, including

prenatal and perinatal care; appropriate cancer
screening; well-child services; immunizations
against vaccine-preventable diseases; screenings
for elevated blood lead levels, communicable dis-
eases, and cholesterol; pediatric eye, ear, and
dental screenings to determine the need for vi-
sion and hearing correction and dental care;
and voluntary family planning services;

“(iv) emergency medical services; and

““(v) pharmaceutical services, behavioral, men-
tal health, and substance abuse services, pre-
ventive dental services, and recuperative care,
as may be appropriate.

““(B) EXCEPTION.—In the case of an integrated
health system serving a targeted population, the
Secretary shall, upon a showing of good cause,
waive the requirement that the integrated
health system provide each required primary
and preventive health and related service under
this paragraph if the Secretary determines one
or more such services are inappropriate or un-
necessary for such population.

““(5) INTEGRATIVE HEALTH SERVICES.—The term
‘integrative health services’ means services that
are not included as required primary and pre-
ventive health and related services and are asso-
ciated with achieving the greater integration of
a health care delivery system to improve patient
care coordination so that the system either di-
rectly provides or ensures the provision of a
broad range of culturally competent services. In-
tegrative health services include but are not lim-
ited to the following:

““(A) Outreach activities.

‘“‘(B) Case management and patient naviga-
tion services.

“(C) Chronic care management.

‘(D) Transportation to health care facilities.

‘““(E) Development of provider networks and
other innovative models to engage local physi-
cians and other providers to serve the medically
underserved within a community.

‘“(F) Recruitment, training, and compensation
of necessary personnel.

‘“(G) Acquisition of technology for the purpose
of coordinating care.
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‘““(H) Improvements to provider communica-
tion, including implementation of shared infor-
mation systems or shared clinical systems.

““(I) Determination of eligibility for Federal,
State, and local programs that provide, or fi-
nancially support the provision of, medical, so-
cial, housing, educational, or other related serv-
ices.

““(J) Development of prevention and disease
management tools and processes.

‘“(K) Translation services.

‘““(L) Development and implementation of eval-
uation measures and processes to assess patient
outcomes.

‘““(M) Integration of primary care and mental
health services.

““(N) Carrying out other activities that may be
appropriate to a community and that would in-
crease access by the uninsured to health care,
such as access initiatives for which private enti-
ties provide mon-Federal contributions to sup-
plement the Federal funds provided through the
grants for the initiatives.

““(6) SPECIALTY CARE.—The term ‘specialty
care’ means care that is provided through a re-
ferral and by a physician or nonphysician prac-
titioner, such as surgical consultative services,
radiology services requiring the immediate pres-
ence of a physician, audiology, optometric serv-
ices, cardiology services, magnetic resonance im-
agery (MRI) services, computericed axial tomog-
raphy (CAT) scans, nuclear medicine studies,
and ambulatory surgical services.

“(7) NURSE-MANAGED HEALTH CLINIC.—The
term ‘nurse-managed health clinic’ means a
nurse-practice arrangement, managed by ad-
vanced practice nurses, that provides care for
underserved and vulnerable populations and is
associated with a school, college, or department
of nursing or an independent nonprofit health
or social services agency.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. GENE GREEN) and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. DEAL) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members have 5 legislative days to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself as much time
as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 1343, the Health Centers
Renewal Act of 2008.

The health centers program was first
enacted 40 years ago. Today, health
centers are located in 6,000 sites in all
50 States serving as the medical home
and family physician to 17 million peo-
ple nationally.

Over the years, the health centers
program has gained tremendous sup-
port from Democrats, Republicans, the
Congress and the President. We don’t
all agree on much, but there is no
doubt that the health centers program
has been a great success.

The overwhelming support for the
health centers program may be attrib-
uted to the impact health centers have
made on the health and well-being of
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our country’s most vulnerable popu-
lations.

Federally qualified health centers
are local, nonprofit or public entity,
community-owned health care provider
serving low-income and medically un-
derserved areas as designated by the
Federal Government.

Health centers provide comprehen-
sive primary and preventive health
care, with services available to all
community residents where they are
located, regardless of the patients’
ability to pay.

Community health centers have
helped fill the medical void for low-in-
come communities and uninsured indi-
viduals.

The health centers program’s focus
on primary and preventive care has
garnered savings for our health care
system because the health centers pro-
vide the uninsured and underserved
with access to care they would usually
receive at hospital emergency rooms.

By providing access to affordable pri-
mary care, health centers have also re-
duced the need for in-patient and spe-
cialty care in hospitals, because med-
ical problems in health center patients
are treated earlier, before they require
in-patient hospital care.

Studies suggest that health centers
save Medicaid approximately 30 per-
cent in annual spending for health cen-
ters due to reduced specialty care re-
ferrals, fewer hospital admissions, and
emergency room visits.

Forty percent of health center pa-
tients are uninsured, and 35 percent de-
pend on Medicaid, making health cen-
ters a critical feature of our country’s
safety net and, for many individuals,
their only source for health care serv-
ices.

Unfortunately, the number of unin-
sured in our country is 47 million and
has been steadily rising, and in turn,
the need for health centers are increas-
ing.

Our district in Texas and many other
communities nationwide are des-
perately in need of more health cen-
ters. Houston has approximately 1 mil-
lion uninsured but only 10 federally
qualified health centers.

As the fourth largest city in the
United States, Houston lags far behind
the number of health centers located in
our area when compared to Chicago,
with over 80 community health centers
and the third largest city in the coun-
try.

Houston is not alone in this need for
more health centers. Studies show that
56 million Americans lack access to
primary care or a health care home.

The Health Centers Renewal Act will
reauthorize the health centers pro-
gram, which would address the growing
need for community health centers in
not only my area but throughout the
United States.

This legislation would authorize the
increased funding necessary for our
community to build on the success of
the health centers program and develop
additional health centers to meet our
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tremendous need for affordable and
quality health care.

This bill would allow health centers
to serve approximately 23 million pa-
tients in the next 5 years.

I want to thank my colleague, Mr.
PICKERING, who is the original cospon-
sor, along with the Energy and Com-

merce Committee and my sub-
committee for their full support of this
legislation.

I believe the bill is truly an invest-
ment in the future of health centers for
the medically underserved commu-
nities throughout our country.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I rise today in support of H.R. 1343,
the Health Centers Renewal Act. I have
been a long time supporter of the com-
munity health centers program be-
cause health centers provide quality
health care services to people and com-
munities which might not otherwise
have access to such care.

Last Congress, I sponsored a 5-year
health centers reauthorization measure
which passed the House by large mar-
gins. But unfortunately, we were un-
able to finalize the legislation and see
it signed into law.

I would like to thank Mr. GREEN for
his leadership on the legislation this
year and for the willingness of our sub-
committee chairman, Mr. PALLONE,
and our full committee chairman, Mr.
DINGELL, who worked in a bipartisan
way to improve this reauthorization
measure.

We made important reforms to the
program to encourage the participation
of volunteer physicians at health cen-
ters. It is my understanding that many
physicians would be more willing to
volunteer their time at a health center
if they knew they would have liability
protection from frivolous lawsuits.
This bill provides that assurance
through the Federal Tort Claims Act.

Through our work in the committee,
we also addressed a situation which de-
veloped following Hurricanes Katrina
and Rita where some health center em-
ployees were not able to carry their li-
ability protection out of their home fa-
cility to go work on the gulf coast. We
made a common-sense change to ad-
dress this situation to ensure that
health centers can meet their staffing
needs during times of emergency. This
amendment mirrored the legislation
introduced by the late Representative
Paul Gilmore, and I am glad that we
can honor him by including this in this
measure.

Community health centers are an im-
portant component of our health care
safety net. While many communities
across the country enjoy the benefits
of having a health center, there are
still many areas which could benefit
from continued expansion of the pro-
gram.

I would urge my colleagues to sup-
port this measure and give medically
underserved communities across this
country greater access to health care
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providers at a local community health
center.

Madam Speaker, I would reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, we will reserve the balance of
our time.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I'm pleased to yield to one of the
members of our Health Subcommittee
of Energy and Commerce and a gen-
tleman whose language has been incor-
porated into this bill, Mr. TIM MURPHY,
for 5 minutes.

Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania.
Madam Speaker, I thank Ranking
Member DEAL and I thank Mr. GREEN
for this very, very important bill, this
Health Centers Renewal Act to provide
some very, very important coverage for
some of our most needy citizens.

You know, when people oftentimes
will comment upon how many people in
America don’t have health care, who
recognize that actually many of them
are covered by programs such as Med-
icaid, they may or may not know it, or
SCHIP or some choose not to have
health insurance. But there are also
those millions of Americans who sim-
ply are not low-income enough for
Medicaid. They don’t have children, so
they’re not covered by SCHIP. And
they’re not old enough for Medicare.
Where do they go?

Well, community health centers pro-
vide the very health care that they
need, give them health care home, give
them peace of mind. It is a place where,
for a low fee, they can have ongoing
health care, know that they have a
doctor who knows them, and dentist
and psychologist and other ones who
provide the vital care for them, and it
keeps costs down. Keeps costs down
tremendously.

I believe some 30 percent of people
who go to community health centers
do not have health care insurance, and
of those who do attend, it maintains
even lower costs for Medicaid patients.
So it is savings at all levels.

But unfortunately, there are huge va-
cancies with community health cen-
ters. Those vacancies have to do with
normal family physicians or psychia-
trists or OB/GYNs, and that has led to
backups. That has led to delays in ap-
pointments. And the question is, is
there a way we can resolve that?

Well, here’s something we discovered
that was odd, and this bill corrects
that. Strangely enough, if physicians
want to volunteer at a free clinic, they
can do so, and they’re covered by the
Federal Tort Claims Act. On the other
hand, if they are paid medical staff at
a free clinic, they’re not covered under
the Federal Tort Claims Act.

Reverse that for a community health
center. If they’re paid staff at a com-
munity health center, they’re covered
under the Federal Tort Claims Act, but
if they want to volunteer, they are not.

I introduced a bill, H.R. 1626, the
Family Healthcare Accessibility Act, a
couple of years ago to correct that, and
I am pleased that Mr. GREEN has put
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this into this bill. That basically pro-
vides that physicians and other health
professionals, nurse practitioners who
want to volunteer are covered.

What does this mean? That means
lower costs for clinics, and that means
that physicians, for example, who may
want to give some of their time each
week or each month, a clinic will be
there with welcome arms. It has not
been something that’s been allowed be-
fore, but it does provide lower health
care costs. It is a way for physicians
and other primary practitioners to be
able to give back to the community. It
is a way to lower health care costs.

In this Nation, where there are 760
primary care physician openings, 290
nurse practitioners openings and 310
dentist openings just a couple of years
ago—and those numbers may have
climbed—this provides a way that we
can fulfill those needs at basically no
cost.

I thank the chairman, I thank Rank-
ing Member DEAL and everybody else
who has been part of this bill in mak-
ing this a working bill to help bring
health care costs down, help bring
health care to America’s needy citizens
and help bring a health care home for
s0 many Americans.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, we will continue to reserve.
We have no other speakers.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. I would yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. TERRY), a member of the
committee who has also worked on this
legislation.

Mr. TERRY. Thank you, and I, too,
rise in support of our community
health centers and the reauthorization.

We have two in my district in
Omaha. We have the One World Health
Center. It used to be known as the Chi-
cano Awareness Center, but now it has
kind of created a new name and new
marketing in the sense that it really
helps all of our community, and then
in the north Omaha community we
have the Charles Drew Center.

I frequent these facilities, meeting
with their physicians who work there
and their directors, and every time I
have been impressed with the high
quality of the health care that they
provide for our communities. They are
first-rate. Both of them are in brand
new buildings that can rival any physi-
cians’ offices anywhere else in the met-
ropolitan Omaha community.

And I think these health centers
really are key in our try to provide
universal health care or at least access
for everybody so those that have mini-
mal insurance or no insurance can
show up at our community health cen-
ters and receive first-class medical
care. And that is one of the major rea-
sons why I stand in support.

Now, just quickly here, I feel com-
pelled from listening to some of the
testimony from a previous bill, we had
a speaker that stood up and talked
about how it was the White House or
George Bush’s fault that we have to
import more o0il during his administra-
tion.
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And of course that does appear to be
our energy policy. But keep in mind
that this House has voted, in the 10
years I've been here, at least I think
eight or nine times to open up either
offshore or Alaska oil, which has been
shut down on every attempt. We’ve
been able to pass it a handful of times;
it has either been vetoed or blocked
within the Senate.

So if you aren’t allowed to use Amer-
ican supply of energy, of course the
only alternative is to import more. I'm
personally embarrassed that our ad-
ministration is going to the Middle
East and begging for them to increase
production. What that shows, to me, is
they’re giving up on the fact that we
should be using more of our own Amer-
ican resources. And we can do that. We
should open up offshore. We should
open Alaska. We should open up the oil
shale in Colorado.

Now, what the public should know is,
just in the last 6 months, back in No-
vember-December, this House voted to
take the oil shale in Colorado and Wyo-
ming off limits to oil companies to be
able to extract oil from there. We made
it so you cannot extract that oil.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. I yield the gen-
tleman 1 additional minute.

Mr. TERRY. Just 2 weeks ago, this
House voted to ban the military from
using synthetic aviation fuel made
from coal, also known as coal-to-liquid.
So here’s another alternative energy
source that we could use to provide
aviation fuel not only to the military,
but to the civilian side, that would be
stable, reliable, no cost fluctuations
like you see because of the oil markets.
But yet this House voted 2 weeks ago
to say no to using that source for fuel.
So of course if we’re going to limit
every source of energy in this country,
you have no other place to go.

Last week, I rolled out a plan at
home that showed if we allowed all of
our resources to be used from the con-
servation from new vehicles and tax
credits to help consumers purchase
them, we open up offshore oil shale in
Alaska, as well as the alternative, we
can become energy independent.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, as much as I would like to de-
bate energy prices, hopefully we can
deal with renewal of qualified health
centers.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I am pleased to yield 3 minutes to
the gentlelady from Texas (Ms. GRANG-
ER).

Ms. GRANGER. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today in strong support of the
Health Centers Renewal Act.

As important as this bill is to local
communities, I believe the first thing
we should be dealing with is gas prices
and the devastating effect it’s having
on American families. Unfortunately,
the majority refuses to deal with this
issue.

The
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Our Nation has over 1,000 community
health centers which provide high-
quality, affordable primary health care
to more than 16 million Americans in
over 6,000 communities nationwide.

I come from Fort Worth, Texas and
was mayor there before I came to Con-
gress. When I was mayor, we didn’t
have a community health center in
Fort Worth. And I quickly realized the
need for one because of the huge con-
centration of people we had who
weren’t able to access health care ex-
cept for emergency centers.

When I came to Congress, I sat on the
committee that funds health centers
and worked to get a community health
center in Fort Worth. We now have the
Albert Galvan Health Clinic in Fort
Worth, which serves a terrific need.

Parents who take their children to
the center have developed a relation-
ship with a primary care physician who
can track families and their needs.
They’re also receiving good preventa-
tive care, which is taking away the
need to visit an emergency room.

In Texas, community health centers
are helping ease the burden tremen-
dously on hospitals and local providers
across the State, with 10 percent of
low-income, uninsured Texans now re-
lying on community health centers for
their primary care. Texas health cen-
ters are caring for over 700,000 patients.

Nationally they’re having a strong
impact as well. A 2006 study by the Na-
tional Association of Community
Health Centers shows the number of
patients treated by health centers in-
creased by 46 percent between 1999 and
2004.

Overall, it’s estimated community
health centers care for over 17 million
underserved people in rural and urban
areas across the country. However,
there is still a great need for more
community health centers. Too many
families have to drive long distances to
reach a health center, and with gas
prices at an all-time high, many fami-
lies can’t afford the drive to the doctor.

Thirty-six million people—one in
eight Americans—don’t have a doctor
or regular source of care. If these 36
million Americans did have a regular
source of care at a community health
center, billions of dollars in health
care costs could be saved from reduced
ER visits.

There is evidence that people who get
most of their primary care from a
health center have 41 percent lower
overall health care costs than the oth-
ers who don’t, saving Federal dollars of
$10 to $17 billion in 2007 alone.

Health care centers are considered
one of the most effective government
programs in the country and have a
solid record of keeping communities
healthy and disease free.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman from Texas
has expired.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. I would yield
the gentlelady 1 additional minute.

Ms. GRANGER. Because community
health care centers provide families
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and the community with a health care
safety net they can rely on and also
ease the burden of our entire system,
they’re becoming increasingly impor-
tant to meeting a national demand.
Health care should be affordable, acces-
sible and convenient so that individ-
uals and families can access care when
they’re sick and get the care they need.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
1343.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I am pleased to yield 2 minutes to
my colleague from Georgia, Dr. BROUN.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I'm a medical doctor. As a
physician, I have been a medical direc-
tor in a National Health Service Corps
community health clinic. I have given
away hundreds of thousands of dollars
of my services to the poor over my 30-
some-odd years’ career of practicing
medicine in rural southwest Georgia,
as well as in northeast Georgia where I
currently live.

Health care costs are issues that par-
ticularly poor people have a tremen-
dous difficulty dealing with. And it cer-
tainly is a very important issue. We’ve
got to solve the crisis we have in
health care financing today. We don’t
have a health care quality problem, we
have a health care financing problem.
And a lot of this is due to an overregu-
lation on the health care system, on
doctors, hospitals, pharmaceutical
companies, and other entities.

But an issue that actually affects
poor people more than health care
today is the tremendous cost of energy.
Right now today, we’re drilling for ice
on the ground in Mars, and we can’t
even drill for oil in America. It’s got to
stop. We’ve got to bring down the cost
of gasoline. And we can do that. We can
do that by drilling offshore. We can do
that by tapping into the oil sources we
have throughout the west and in Alas-
ka. And it’s absolutely critical.

The cost of gasoline is hurting every-
one. It’s driving up the cost of gro-
ceries in the supermarket. It’s driving
up the cost of all goods and services,
including health care. So if we’re going
to lower the cost of the health care, if
we’re going to lower the cost of food in
the grocery store, we’ve got to lower
the cost of gasoline by drilling now and
streamlining the permitting process to
get refineries so that they’re producing
more gasoline and we can bring the
cost down. So I encourage my col-
leagues to push for drilling for oil now.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I believe the majority is ready to
close, and I will close at this point if he
has no other speakers.

I believe that the importance of com-
munity health centers has certainly
been underscored in a bipartisan fash-
ion by the discussion we’ve had here on
this floor. I would remind us all that
this is an initiative that President
Bush inaugurated several years ago
when his goal was to expand the num-
ber of community health centers across
this country, ultimately so that every
county in this country would be served
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from one of these facilities. Certainly
all of us recognize it is one of the bet-
ter ways that we have available to us
to be able to provide needed health
care to communities that are under-
served at the current time.

Once again, in closing, I would com-
mend Mr. GREEN for his willingness to
work in a bipartisan fashion on this re-
authorization legislation. I believe that
the amendments that were added to it
before its reaching the floor today have
considerably improved this bill. In par-
ticular, it now will allow physicians
who are either retired or who want to
volunteer a portion of their time to as-
sist in one of these community health
centers the ability to do so with some
degree of limited liability protection. I
think that will increase the number of
physicians who are available in these
facilities, and by doing that, it will in-
crease the quality of care to those who
are receiving services in community
health centers.

With that, I would encourage passage
of this resolution.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I rise to close. We have no
other speakers.

First, to comment on my colleague
from Georgia. Coming from Houston,
Texas, I have some pipeline companies
that would love to have that contract
from Mars to Houston to bring oil if we
discover it drilling through that ice
there.

I appreciate, as a physician, your de-
votion to community-based health
clinics, because that’s what this bill is
about, it’s about reauthorizing. In fact,
as we stand here today, Madam Speak-
er, we’re actually expanding one in our
district. Like I said earlier, we only
have 10 in the Houston area, and our
next largest city close to us has 80. So
we have a job to do in Houston, in
Texas—and my colleague from Fort
Worth mentioned it—to expand com-
munity-based health centers. This bill
will allow us to do that because it will
go to the underserved community,
areas in the country that really don’t
even have access to a community-based
health center now and will have with
this legislation, also with the addi-
tional authorization funds.

Of course we have to go back and ask
the Appropriations Committee every
year for additional funding that we au-
thorize. But that’s something that we
do. This is very bipartisan support for
community-based health centers.
That’s why I would hope that we would
have almost unanimous support for
this legislation.

Mr. DAVIS of lllinois. Madam Speaker, | en-
thusiastically rise today in support of H.R.
1343, The Health Centers Renewal Act of
2007. For over 40 years, community health
centers have provided -cost-effective, high-
quality health care to poor and medically un-
derserved people in the States, the District of
Columbia, and the territories, including the
working poor, the uninsured, and many high-
risk and vulnerable populations. Community
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Health Centers nationwide provide care to 1 of
every 8 uninsured Americans, 1 of every 4
Americans in poverty, and 1 of every 9 rural
Americans.

As a former president of the National Com-
munity Heath Centers organization, | am hon-
ored to advocate for the expansion of this tre-
mendously vital segment of our comprehen-
sive healthcare system. By incorporating both
H.R. 5544—The Patients and Public Health
Partnership Act of 2008 and H.R. 870, which
amends the Public Health Service Act to pro-
vide liability protections for practitioners of
health centers who provide health services in
emergency areas into this legislation; H.R.
1343 is now expanded to increase both in-
sured coverage and access to critical re-
sources for these invaluable medical profes-
sionals. This legislation empowers community
health practitioners to serve on a larger scale
and make an even greater positive impact par-
ticularly at a time when our health care deliv-
ery systems across the board are overbur-
dened. | ask my colleagues to join me in sup-
port of H.R. 1343.

Mr. MCHUGH. Madam Speaker, | rise today
in support of H.R. 1343, the Health Centers
Renewal Act of 2007. | am proud to be a co-
sponsor of this legislation, which would reau-
thorize the community health centers program
through fiscal year 2012.

Community health centers are an integral
component of our Nation’s health care infra-
structure. Nationwide, more than 1,500 such
centers provide high-quality, cost-effective pri-
mary health care to anyone seeking care. In
New York State, health centers provide serv-
ices to 1.1 million people who receive care at
over 425 sites.

Of note, community health center fees are
based on income and family size and services
are provided regardless of insurance status or
ability to pay. Forty-three percent of New York
State health center patients are Medicaid
beneficiaries and 28 percent are uninsured.
Moreover, over 86 percent of New York State
health center patients have incomes at or
below 200 percent of the Federal poverty
level, which in 2008 is $42,400 for a family of
four.

Access to health care is truly one of the
most difficult challenges for Americans living in
rural areas like northern and central New
York. Community health centers have been a
tremendous help in our efforts to improve ac-
cess to health care. | am thankful that my con-
stituents in New York State’s 23rd Congres-
sional District are served by four community
health centers: Hudson Headwaters Health
Network; Northern Oswego County Health
Services; The Smith House; and the United
Cerebral Palsy Association of the North Coun-
try.

| deepy appreciate the dedication and hard
work of the staff at those health centers. In-
deed, | am hesitant to imagine a scenario in
which my constituents did not have the benefit
of their excellent services. | also appreciate
the efforts of the gentleman from Texas, Mr.
GREEN, and the gentleman from Mississippi,
Mr. PICKERING, to develop this measure and
bring it to the House floor today; | look forward
to its enactment.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
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the gentleman from Texas (Mr. GENE
GREEN) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1343, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———

POISON CENTER SUPPORT, EN-
HANCEMENT, AND AWARENESS
ACT OF 2008

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 5669) to amend
the Public Health Service Act to reau-
thorize the poison center national toll-
free number, national media campaign,
and grant program to provide assist-
ance for poison prevention, sustain the
funding of poison centers, and enhance
the public health of people of the
United States.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5669

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Poison Cen-
ter Support, Enhancement, and Awareness
Act of 2008”.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress makes the following findings:

(1) Poison centers are the primary defense
of the United States against injury and
deaths from poisoning. Twenty-four hours a
day, the general public as well as health care
practitioners contact their local poison cen-
ters for help in diagnosing and treating vic-
tims of poisoning. In 2007, more than 4 mil-
lion calls were managed by poison centers
providing ready and direct access for all peo-
ple of the United States, including many un-
derserved populations in the United States,
with vital emergency public health informa-
tion and response.

(2) Poisoning is the second most common
form of unintentional death in the United
States. In any given year, there will be be-
tween 3 million and 5 million poison expo-
sures. Sixty percent of these exposures will
involve children under the age of 6 who are
exposed to toxins in their home. Poisoning
accounts for 285,000 hospitalizations, 1.2 mil-
lion days of acute hospital care, and more
than 26,000 fatalities in 2005.

(3) In 2008, the Harvard Injury Control Re-
search Center reported that poisonings from
accidents and unknown circumstances more
than tripled in rate since 1990. In 2005, the
last year for which data are available, 26,858
people died from accidental or unknown
poisonings. This represents an increase of
20,000 since 1990 and an increase of 2,400 be-
tween 2004 and 2005. Fatalities from poi-
soning are increasing in the United States in
near epidemic proportions. The funding of
programs to reverse this trend is needed now
more than ever.

(4) In 2004, The Institute of Medicine, of the
National Academies recommended that the
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‘“Congress should amend the current Poison
Control Center Enhancement and Awareness
Act Amendments of 2003 to provide sufficient
funding to support the proposed Poison Pre-
vention and Control System with its na-
tional network of poison centers. Support for
the core activities at the current level of
service is estimated to require more than
$100 million annually.”.

(5) Sustaining the funding structure and
increasing accessibility to poison control
centers will promote the utilization of poi-
son control centers and reduce the inappro-
priate use of emergency medical services and
other more costly health care services. The
2004 Institute of Medicine Report to Congress
determined that for every $1 invested in the
Nation’s poison centers $7 of health care
costs are saved. In 2005, direct Federal health
care program savings totaled in excess of
$56256 million as the result of poison center
public health services.

(6) More than 30 percent of the cost savings
and financial benefits of the Nation’s net-
work of poison centers are realized annually
by Federal health care programs (estimated
to be more than $1 billion), yet Federal fund-
ing support (as demonstrated by the annual
authorization of $30.1 million in Public Law
108-194) comprises less than 11 percent of the
annual network expenditures of poison cen-
ters.

(7) Real-time data collected from the Na-
tion’s certified poison centers can be an im-
portant source of information for the detec-
tion, monitoring, and response for contami-
nation of the air, water, pharmaceutical, or
food supply.

(8) In the event of a terrorist event, poison
centers will be relied upon as a critical
source for accurate medical information and
public health emergency response con-
cerning the treatment of patients who have
had an exposure to a chemical, radiological,
or biological agent.

SEC. 3. REAUTHORIZATION OF POISON CENTERS
NATIONAL TOLL-FREE NUMBER.

Section 1271 of the Public Health Service
Act (42 U.S.C. 300d-71) is amended to read as
follows:

“SEC. 1271. MAINTENANCE OF THE NATIONAL
TOLL-FREE NUMBER.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide coordination and assistance to poison
centers for the establishment of a nation-
wide toll-free phone number, and the mainte-
nance of such number, to be used to access
such centers.

“(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated
$2,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2000
through 2009 to carry out this section; and
$1,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2010
through 2014 for the maintenance of the na-
tionwide toll-free phone number under sub-
section (a).”.

SEC. 4. REAUTHORIZATION OF NATIONWIDE
MEDIA CAMPAIGN TO PROMOTE POI-
SON CENTER UTILIZATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1272 of the Public
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300d-72) is
amended to read as follows:

“SEC. 1272. NATIONWIDE MEDIA CAMPAIGN TO
PROMOTE POISON CENTER UTILIZA-
TION.

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall
carry out, and expand upon, a national
media campaign to educate the public and
health care providers about poison preven-
tion and the availability of poison center re-
sources in local communities and to conduct
advertising campaigns concerning the na-
tionwide toll-free number established under
section 1271(a).

“(b) CONTRACT WITH ENTITY.—The Sec-
retary may carry out subsection (a) by en-
tering into contracts with a nationally rec-
ognized organization in the field of poison
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control for the development and implemen-
tation of a nationwide poison prevention and
poison center awareness campaign, which
may include the development and distribu-
tion of poison prevention and poison center
awareness materials; television, radio, Inter-
net, and newspaper public service announce-
ments; and other means of public and profes-
sional awareness and education.

‘‘(c) EVALUATION.—The Secretary shall—

‘(1) establish baseline measures and bench-
marks to quantitatively evaluate the impact
of the nationwide media campaign carried
out under this section; and

‘(2) prepare and submit to the appropriate
congressional committees an evaluation of
the nationwide media campaign on an an-
nual basis.

“(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $600,000 for each of the
fiscal years 2000 through 2005, such sums as
may be necessary for each of the fiscal years
2006 through 2009, and $1,500,000 for each of
the fiscal years 2010 through 2014.”".

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by this section shall be effective as of
the date of the enactment of this Act and
shall apply to contracts entered into on or
after January 1, 2009.

SEC. 5. REAUTHORIZATION OF THE POISON CEN-
TER GRANT PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1273 of the Public
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 3004-73) is
amended to read as follows:

“SEC. 1273. MAINTENANCE OF THE POISON CEN-
TER GRANT PROGRAM.

‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION OF GRANT PROGRAM.—
The Secretary shall award grants to poison
centers certified under subsection (c¢) (or
granted a waiver under subsection (d)) and
professional organizations in the field of poi-
son control for the purposes of preventing,
and providing treatment recommendations
for, poisonings and complying with the oper-
ational requirements needed to sustain the
certification of the center under subsection
(c).
““(b) ADDITIONAL USES OF GRANT FUNDS.—In
addition to the purposes described in sub-
section (a), a poison center or professional
organization awarded a grant under such
subsection may also use such grant for the
following purposes:

‘(1) To establish and evaluate best prac-
tices in the United States for poison preven-
tion, poison center outreach, and emergency
and preparedness programs.

‘“(2) To research, develop, implement, re-
vise, and communicate standard patient
management guidelines for commonly en-
countered toxic exposures.

‘“(3) To improve national toxic exposure
surveillance by enhancing cooperative ac-
tivities between poison centers in the United
States and the Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention.

‘“(4) To develop, support, and enhance tech-
nology and capabilities of professional orga-
nizations in the field of poison control to col-
lect national poisoning, toxic occurrence,
and related public health data.

‘() To develop initiatives to foster the en-
hanced public health utilization of national
poison data collected by organizations de-
scribed in paragraph (4).

‘“(6) To support and expand the toxicologic
expertise within poison centers.

‘(7T To improve the capacity of poison cen-
ters to answer high volumes of calls and re-
spond during times of national crisis or
other public health emergencies.

‘“(c) CERTIFICATION.—Except as provided
under subsection (d), the Secretary may
make a grant to a poison center under sub-
section (a) only if—

‘(1) the center has been certified by a pro-
fessional organization in the field of poison
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control, and the Secretary has approved the
organization as having in effect standards
for certification that reasonably provide for
the protection of the public health with re-
spect to poisoning; or

‘“(2) the center has been certified by a
State government, and the Secretary has ap-
proved the State government as having in ef-
fect standards for certification that reason-
ably provide for the protection of the public
health with respect to poisoning.

“(d) WAIVER OF CERTIFICATION
MENTS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may grant
a waiver of the certification requirement of
subsection (c) with respect to a noncertified
poison center that applies for a grant under
this section if such center can reasonably
demonstrate that the center will obtain such
a certification within a reasonable period of
time as determined appropriate by the Sec-
retary.

‘“(2) RENEWAL.—The Secretary may renew
a waiver under paragraph (1).

‘“(3) LIMITATION.—In no instance may the
sum of the number of years for a waiver
under paragraph (1) and a renewal under
paragraph (2) exceed 5 years. The preceding
sentence shall take effect as of the date of
the enactment of the Poison Center Support,
Enhancement, and Awareness Act of 2008.

“(e) SUPPLEMENT Not SUPPLANT.—
Amounts made available to a poison center
under this section shall be used to supple-
ment and not supplant other Federal, State,
or local funds provided for such center.

“(f) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—A poison
center, in utilizing the proceeds of a grant
under this section, shall maintain the ex-
penditures of the center for activities of the
center at a level that is not less than the
level of expenditures maintained by the cen-
ter for the fiscal year preceding the fiscal
year for which the grant is received.

‘(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section—

‘(1) for each of the fiscal years 2000
through 2004, $25,000,000;

‘“(2) for each of the fiscal years 2005
through 2009, $27,500,000; and

“@B) for each of the fiscal years 2010
through 2014, $35,000,000, of which $1,500,000
shall be used to award grants for the purpose
described in subsection (b)(4).”".

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by this section shall be effective as of
the date of the enactment of this Act and
shall apply to grants made on or after Janu-
ary 1, 2009.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. GENE GREEN) and the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. TERRY)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

REQUIRE-

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill under consideration

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 5669, the Poison Control Center
Enhancement and Awareness Act, a
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bill that would provide assistance for
poison prevention, sustain the funding
of poison centers, and enhance the pub-
lic health of people in the United
States.

Unfortunately, poisoning is a signifi-
cant problem, and according to Centers
for Disease Control and Prevention
ranks second only to motor vehicle
crashes as a cause of unintentional in-
jury or death. The economic cost of un-
intentional poisoning is considerable,
as poisonings led to $26 billion in med-
ical expenses.

The bill before us today would reau-
thorize a poison center national toll
free number, a national media cam-
paign to promote the use of poison cen-
ters, and a grant program to provide
assistance for poison prevention to en-
sure that unintentional poisonings do
not lead to unintentional injuries or
death.

I acknowledge my colleague, Con-
gressman EDOLPHUS TOWNS, and urge
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle
to join me in support of this laudable
legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I would like to thank the Speaker
and Mr. GREEN and the committee for
bringing this forward in such a timely
manner.

This is an important act. This bill re-
flects a bipartisan effort, strengthened
by the leadership of Mr. TOWNS, who
provides the necessary funding for the
poison control centers to continue
their lifesaving work. I must say that
in writing this bill, I enjoyed working
with Mr. TowNs and his staff and ap-
preciate all of their help and coopera-
tion.

The poison control center located in
Omaha is the designated poison control
center for Nebraska, Wyoming, and,
amazingly, American Samoa and the
Federated States of Micronesia. It is
one of the oldest poison control centers
in the United States, established in
1957. It’s one of fifty-two poison control
centers in the United States certified
as a regional poison control center by
the American Association of Poison
Control Centers and operates 24 hours a
day, 7 days a week with full informa-
tion and treatment capabilities. The
majority of funding is provided by the
Nebraska Med Center, Creighton Uni-
versity Medical Center, and the Univer-
sity of Nebraska.

In 2007, 61 poison control centers lo-
cated throughout the United States
played a critical role in saving lives by
responding to 4 million calls. Poison
control centers are staffed by medical
professionals 24 hours a day, 7 days a
week. These professionals are trained
with the knowledge needed to assess
poison risk, advise treatment and/or
triage patients, recommend a treat-
ment, or refer them to appropriate
medical facilities.
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Poisoning is the second leading form
of unintentional death in the United
States, and an estimated 60 percent of
those exposures are experienced by
children under the age of 6. Calls re-
ceived by poison control centers ad-
dressed chemical, biological, and nu-
clear exposure, as well as adverse reac-
tions to pesticides, cleaning products,
and other hazardous products.

This bill provides the funding needed
to authorize the poison center national
toll-free number, national media cam-
paign, and the State grant program to
provide assistance for poison preven-
tion. This legislation not only saves
lives but saves millions of dollars a
year in preventable medical expenses.
A report by the Institute of Medicine
concludes that the Nation’s poison con-
trol centers yielded $7 in savings for
every $1 invested. In 2005 alone, poison
control centers saved Federal health
programs an estimated $525 million.

I encourage my colleagues to exam-
ine this bill and join us in support of
this bill and the lifesaving work of poi-
son control centers across the country.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I have no further requests for
time, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume to
close.

As I mentioned in my first state-
ment, my opening statement, this is a
bipartisan effort. Once again, I want to
thank Mr. TOWNS.

I have the floor statement of our
ranking member, JOE BARTON, who is
also in support of this bill, and I will
read in significant part his statement.

He states: ‘“As our primary defense
against injury and death from poi-
soning, poison control centers are a
vital part of our health care system in
the United States. Few people realize
poisoning is the second most common
form of unintentional death in the
United States. In 2005 there were over
26,000 deaths in the United States
caused by the ingestion of poisons that
resulted from approximately 5 million
incidents of poison exposure. And with-
out question, the number of deaths and
debilitating injuries resulting from
poisoning would be significantly higher
if it weren’t for the strong network of
poison centers we already have, and
with the passage of the legislation be-
fore us today, I am confident that we
can make a great program even bet-
ter.”

And thanks to all of the efforts from
the members of the Energy and Com-
merce Committee in making this a
great bipartisan bill.

Mr. Speaker, with that I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I would like to thank my colleague,
who is also a member of the Energy
and Commerce Committee, not only on
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this bill but on other health care bills
that we’re dealing with on a bipartisan
basis.

This reauthorization of the poison
center national toll-free number and
the media campaign has been a proven
success. And since all politics is local,
and since you mentioned the Univer-
sity of Nebraska, I have to mention the
University of Texas Medical Branch
that serves as our poison control pub-
licity and facility, and it’s very suc-
cessful. We just need to expand it be-
cause we still are having deaths from
poisoning, and we need to make sure
that toll-free number is utilized and
that information is out there for our
community.

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | rise today in strong support of H.R.
5669. The Poison control centers provide vital
healthcare services to Americans of all in-
comes and keep costs from emergency proce-
dures under control. Through their cost-saving
programs, these centers benefit the general
public, the government, health care providers,
public health entities, and insurers.

In my district, Jay Schauben supervises a
poison control center at Shans-Jacksonville
hospital that treats a population of approxi-
mately six million. The Florida legislature cre-
ated this center in 1989 to address over-
whelming needs in the areas of exposure
treatment and education, and Dr. Schauben’s
team has risen to the challenge and helped a
countless number of my constituents. | would
also like to thank Senator David Karnes,
whose tireless support has been a great help
in attaining funding for these important cen-
ters. Finally, | would like to thank Dr. Gerold
Schiebler of the University of Florida. Dr.
Schiebler has been active for decades in the
campaign for affordable healthcare and wide-
spread access to poison control services.

With our economy in recession, now is cer-
tainly no time to further limit access to the
quality healthcare services, or to tie the hands
of advocates like Dr. Schauben, Senator
Karnes, and Dr. Schiebler. So, it is critically
important that poison control centers are reau-
thorized, and that these centers receive full
funding through Fiscal Year 2014.

A wide variety of Americans benefit from the
services poison control centers provide every
day. The general public benefits by receiving
cost-free  poisoning prevention guidelines,
emergency medical advice, and follow-up calls
about treatment. These services prevent trips
to emergency rooms and keep already out-
rageous healthcare costs from rising even fur-
ther.

| represent one of the poorest districts in the
State of Florida, and | have seen first hand the
challenges my constituents face in finding af-
fordable healthcare. A study group consisting
of medical and poison control experts has
found that every dollar spent on poison cen-
ters saves seven dollars in healthcare costs.

Also, poison control centers provide edu-
cational programs aimed at prevention. These
programs help educate many uninsured Amer-
icans about means of poison prevention, and
keep healthcare costs in the U.S. down by
avoiding emergency room procedures.

In addition to saving low- and middle-in-
come Americans healthcare dollars, poison
control centers provide 24-hour emergency
and informational services via a Toll-Free Na-
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tional Hotline. This hotline is a vital source of
information for many of my constituents, and
Americans across the country, who could not
otherwise receive medical advice or attention.
This hotline also provides essential follow-up
calls regarding continuing care of poison expo-
sures.

Without a national hotline, many individuals
with known or suspected toxic exposures
would seek significantly more costly and less
accessible healthcare alternatives, such as an
emergency room visit.

Simply, the benefits of these centers are
widespread, but are especially helpful to those
whose incomes prohibit access to private
health care services. Failure to reauthorize
these important centers would represent a tre-
mendous disservice to Americans in all Con-
gressional districts.

| urge my colleagues to support H.R. 5669.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | rise
in support of H.R. 5669, the “Poison Center
Support, Enhancement, and Awareness Act of
2008.” | would like to thank my friend from
New York, Mr. TOWNS, and, my friend from
Nebraska, Mr. TERRY, for introducing this im-
portant legislation, and | want to thank Chair-
man DINGELL and Subcommittee Chairman
PALLONE for working in a bipartisan manner as
we moved this bill through the Energy and
Commerce Committee.

As our primary defense against injury and
death from poisoning, poison centers are a
vital part of our healthcare system in the
United States. Few people realize that poi-
soning is the second most common form of
unintentional death in the United States. In
2005, there were over 26,000 deaths in the
United States caused by the ingestion of poi-
sons that resulted from approximately 5 million
incidents of poison exposure. And without
question, the number of deaths and debili-
tating injuries resulting from poisoning would
be significantly higher if it weren't for the
strong network of poison centers we already
have, and with passage of the legislation be-
fore us today, | am confident that we can
make a great program even better.

Again, | thank my colleagues for their efforts
on this bipartisan bill.

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
support of H.R. 5669, the Poison Center Sup-
port, Enhancement, and Awareness Act of
2008, and | thank the bill’s sponsor, Congress-
man TOWNS, for his leadership on this issue.
| also want to thank Chairman PALLONE and
Chairman DINGELL for working to bring this bill
before us today.

The poison control centers program has
proven to be a very successful program for
communities across the country, by providing
a national toll-free number for poison emer-
gencies, a national media campaign to pro-
mote the use of poison centers, and a poison
prevention grant program.

In my district alone, the lllinois Poison Cen-
ter handled 7,021 cases last year. Statewide,
51 percent of the calls the lllinois Poison Cen-
ter handled involved children under the age of
5. | just can’t imagine what families would do
without this tremendous resource. Surely, this
legislation which will reauthorize this program
through 2014 and increase its total authoriza-
tion to $37.5 million annually will be money
well spent.

Not only do poison centers save lives, they
save time and resources by cost avoidance for
patients who are cared for in their homes as
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opposed to visiting a hospital and by reducing
lengths of stay for patients who are cared for
by a poison control center prior to arriving at
a hospital.

Again, | thank the bil’s sponsor and our
Chairmen for their work on this legislation, and
| urge my colleagues to give H.R. 5669 their
support.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. With
that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAS-
TOR). The question is on the motion of-
fered by the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GENE GREEN) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
5669.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS SOUND
RECORDING AND FILM PRESER-
VATION PROGRAMS REAUTHOR-
IZATION ACT OF 2008

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 5893) to reau-
thorize the sound recording and film
preservation programs of the Library
of Congress, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5893

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Library of
Congress Sound Recording and Film Preser-
vation Programs Reauthorization Act of
2008”’.

SEC. 2. SOUND RECORDING PRESERVATION PRO-
GRAMS.

(a) NATIONAL RECORDING PRESERVATION
BOARD.—

(1) REAUTHORIZATION.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 133 of the Na-
tional Recording Preservation Act of 2000 (2
U.S.C. 1743) is amended by striking ‘‘for each
of the first 7 fiscal years beginning on or
after the date of the enactment of this Act”
and inserting ‘‘for the first fiscal year begin-
ning on or after the date of the enactment of
this Act and each succeeding fiscal year
through fiscal year 2016”".

(B) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by subparagraph (A) shall take effect
as if included in the enactment of the Na-
tional Recording Preservation Act of 2000.

(2) CRITERIA FOR REMOVAL OF MEMBERS.—
Section 122(d)(2) of such Act (2 U.S.C.
1722(d)(2)) is amended to read as follows:

‘(2) REMOVAL OF MEMBERS.—The Librarian
shall have the authority to remove any
member of the Board if the member fails,
after receiving proper notification, to attend
(or send a designated alternate to attend) a
regularly scheduled Board meeting, or if the
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member is determined by the Librarian to
have substantially failed to fulfill the mem-
ber’s responsibilities as a member of the
Board.”.

(b) NATIONAL RECORDING PRESERVATION
FOUNDATION.—

(1) REAUTHORIZATION.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 152411(a) of title
36, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing ‘“‘for each of the first 7 fiscal years begin-
ning on or after the date of the enactment of
this chapter” and inserting ‘‘for the first fis-
cal year beginning on or after the date of the
enactment of this chapter and each suc-
ceeding fiscal year through fiscal year 2016”".

(B) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by subparagraph (A) shall take effect
as if included in the enactment of the Na-
tional Recording Preservation Act of 2000.

(2) PERMITTING BOARD MEMBERS TO SERVE
MORE THAN 2 TERMS.—Section 152403(b)(4) of
such title is amended by striking the second
sentence.

(3) PERMITTING BOARD TO DETERMINE LOCA-
TION OF PRINCIPAL OFFICE.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 152406 of such
title is amended by striking ‘‘District of Co-
lumbia.” and inserting ‘‘District of Columbia
or another place as determined by the Board
of Directors.”.

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
152405(b) of such title is amended by striking
“District of Columbia,”” and inserting ‘‘juris-
diction in which the principal office of the
corporation is located,”’.

(4) CLARIFICATION OF LIMITATION ON USE OF
FUNDS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Sec-
tion 152411(b) of such title is amended to read
as follows:

““(b) LIMITATION RELATED TO ADMINISTRA-
TIVE EXPENSES.—Amounts authorized under
this section may not be used by the corpora-
tion for management and general or fund-
raising expenses as reported to the Internal
Revenue Service as part of an annual infor-
mation return required under the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986.”".

SEC. 3. FILM PRESERVATION PROGRAMS.

(a) NATIONAL FILM PRESERVATION BOARD.—

(1) REAUTHORIZATION.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 112 of the Na-
tional Film Preservation Act of 1996 (2 U.S.C.
179v) is amended by inserting after ‘‘the Li-
brarian’ the following: ‘‘for the first fiscal
year beginning on or after the date of the en-
actment of this Act and each succeeding fis-
cal year through fiscal year 2016"".

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 113
of such Act (2 U.S.C. 179w) is amended by
striking the first sentence.

(C) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this paragraph shall take effect as
if included in the enactment of the National
Film Preservation Act of 1996.

(2) EXPANDING AUTHORIZED USES OF SEAL.—
Section 103(b) of such Act (2 U.S.C. 179m(b))
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘““The Librarian may authorize the
use of the seal by the Library or by others
for other limited purposes in order to pro-
mote in the National Film Registry when ex-
hibiting, showing, or otherwise dissemi-
nating films in the Registry.”.

(3) UPDATING NAMES OF ORGANIZATIONS REP-
RESENTED ON BOARD.—Section 104(a)(1) of
such Act (2 U.S.C. 179n(a)(1)) is amended—

(A) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘Cin-
ema’’ and inserting ‘‘Cinema and Media’’;

(B) in subparagraph (G), by striking ‘‘De-
partment of Film and Television’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘Department of Film, Television, and
Digital Media’’;

(C) in subparagraph (H), by striking “Film
and Television” and inserting ‘‘Cinema Stud-
ies’’; and

(D) by amending subparagraph (L) to read
as follows:
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‘(L) Screen Actors Guild.”.

(b) NATIONAL FILM PRESERVATION FOUNDA-
TION.—

(1) REAUTHORIZATION.—Section 151711(a) of
title 36, United States Code, is amended to
read as follows: by inserting after the first
sentence the following:

‘“(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to
be appropriated to the Library of Congress
amounts necessary to carry out this chapter,
not to exceed—

““(A) $530,000 for each of the fiscal years
2005 through 2009;

‘“(B) $750,000 for each of the fiscal years
2010 through 2011; and

““(C) $1,000,000 for each of the fiscal years
2012 through 2016.

‘(2) MATCHING.—The amounts authorized
to be appropriated under this subsection are
to be made available to the corporation to
match any private contributions (whether in
currency, services, or property) made to the
corporation by private persons and State and
local governments.”’.

(2) REPATRIATION OF FILMS FROM FOREIGN
ARCHIVES AS PURPOSE OF FOUNDATION.—Sec-
tion 151702(1) of such title is amended by
striking ‘‘United States;” and inserting
“United States and the repatriation of
American films from foreign archives;”’.

(3) EXTENSION OF DEADLINE FOR FILLING VA-
CANCIES IN MEMBERSHIP OF BOARD OF DIREC-
TORS.—Section 151703(b)(5) of such title is
amended by striking ‘60 days’ and inserting
€120 days’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. BRADY) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members have 5 legislative days to
revise and extend their remarks in the
RECORD and to include extraneous mat-
ter.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

This bill reauthorizes the Sound Re-
cording and Film Preservation Pro-
grams of the Library of Congress
through the year 2016.

The National Film Preservation
Board was created in 1988 to address
the rapid deterioration of important
films. The Film Preservation Board is
responsible for identifying and pre-
serving films they deem are ‘‘cul-
turally, historically, or aesthetically
significant.” Along with the National
Film Preservation Foundation, the
Film Preservation Board ensures that
all generations from all over the world
will be able to view these remarkable
films and experience their power and
importance firsthand.

The National Recording Preservation
Board was created by the National Re-
cording Preservation Act of 2000. There
are currently 225 entries in the Na-
tional Recording Registry, and that
number may only continue to grow.
From music to historical speeches, the
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Recording Preservation Board makes
certain that future generations can ex-
perience these historically important
and powerful sounds that helped shape
decades.

It is necessary that we reauthorize
the Recording and Film Boards to
allow them to continue their vital mis-
sion. We will see to it that those who
come after us will be able to listen to
and witness those sounds and sights
that are essential to our national her-
itage.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, June 4, 2008.
Hon. ROBERT A. BRADY,
Chairman, Committee on House Administration,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN BRADY: This is to advise
you that, as a result of your working with us
to make appropriate revisions to provisions
in H.R. 5893, the Library of Congress Sound
Recording and Film Preservation Programs
Reauthorization Act of 2008, that fall within
the rule X jurisdiction of the Committee on
the Judiciary, we are able to agree to dis-
charging our committee from further consid-
eration of the bill in order that it may pro-
ceed without delay to the House floor for
consideration.

The Judiciary Committee takes this action
with the understanding that by foregoing
further consideration of H.R. 5893 at this
time, we do not waive any jurisdiction over
subject matter contained in this or similar
legislation. We also reserve the right to seek
appointment of an appropriate number of
conferees to any House-Senate conference in-
volving this important legislation, and re-
quest your support if such a request is made.

I would appreciate your including this let-
ter in the Congressional Record during con-
sideration of the bill on the House floor.
Thank you for your attention to this re-
quest, and for the cooperative relationship
between our two committees.

Sincerely,
JOHN CONYERS, Jr.,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRA-
TION,
Washington, DC, June 4, 2008.
Hon. JOHN CONYERS,
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
letter regarding your committee’s jurisdic-
tional interest in H.R. 5893, a bill to reau-
thorize the sound recording and film preser-
vation programs of the Library of Congress.

I appreciate your willingness to support
expediting floor consideration of this impor-
tant legislation today. I understand and
agree that this is without prejudice to your
Committee’s jurisdictional interests in this
or similar legislation in the future. In the
event a House-Senate conference on this or
similar legislation is convened, I would sup-
port your request for an appropriate number
of conferees.

I will place a copy of your letter and this
response in the Congressional Record during
consideration of H.R. 5893. Thank you for
your cooperation as we work towards enact-
ment of this legislation.

Sincerely,
ROBERT A. BRADY,
Chairman.
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
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I rise today in support of H.R. 5893,
which will reauthorize the Library of
Congress’s Sound Record and Film
Preservation Program. It is an impor-
tant bill, which will preserve the im-
ages and sounds of our Nation’s history
and make those pieces of the past more
accessible to future generations.

The importance of this effort was il-
lustrated just this weekend when Uni-
versal Studios in California had a
mammoth fire in which some priceless
films were lost, and all films, if they
were recorded and in the Library of
Congress, would not face this problem.

The National Film Preservation
Board was formed in 1993 following a
study that revealed that America’s
film heritage was at serious risk due to
the degradation of acetate film stock
at an alarming rate. Funding for pres-
ervation programs had fallen dras-
tically since 1980, creating an urgent
need for action. A national plan to pro-
tect our Nation’s treasures on film was
created in 1994 to address the growing
need for preservation and to make
films more available for education and
public exhibition.

I must confess, Mr. Speaker, to some
frustration that we have to come in
and save the films that the film indus-
try has not taken care of. Obviously
they’re making enough money when
they pull down $300 million in one
weekend for certain films. I would
think they would have the wherewithal
to preserve their own films. Neverthe-
less, since they have not, the Congress
has had to step in to do it.

In 1999 Congress created the Sound
Recording Preservation Program mod-
eled on the successful National Film
Preservation Program. This new pro-
gram would protect historic pieces of
audio recordings from deterioration.
These audio recordings are extremely
important and should be preserved as
well. Through the creation of this pro-
gram, the Sound Recording Preserva-
tion Board was instructed to produce a
report on the current state of sound re-
cording archiving, preservation and
restoration activities, encompassing
standards for digital preservation and
for access to preserved recordings. The
program also includes research on cur-
rent laws governing sound preservation
and how the Library and other institu-
tions can make collections more avail-
able to researchers digitally.

This bill will continue the good work
started by the Sound Recording and
Film Preservation Program staff and
their respective boards. Historians,
scholars, and citizens will benefit from
increased access to these important
works, and the items themselves will
be preserved for many more genera-
tions to come under these programs.

I fully support this bill and thank
Chairman BRADY for his efforts to
bring this matter to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, it is now my pleasure to yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. DAVIS).
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Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. I want to
thank Chairman BRADY for yielding,
and I also want to commend him for
the introduction of this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I have always been a
great fan of libraries, and, obviously,
I'm a great fan of the Library of Con-
gress. And I believe that having as
much information and material as we
can possibly have is of great benefit
not only to the preservation of our his-
tory and culture but also a benefit to
those who are seeking information,
those who want to be educated in many
of the different and various ways that
education takes place. So I rise in
strong support of this legislation.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, so I will at-
tempt to conclude here.

I just want to recognize the good
work that the board has done, the im-
portance of the preservation of both
visual and audio recordings, as Mr.
DAVIS has just said. And it may be that
100, 150 years from now, someone will
resurrect Pavarotti, Dizzy Gillespie,
Ella Fitzgerald, some of the great mu-
sicians of our time, and say look what
we have lost in our culture, and we
may see a rejuvenation of those.

So I strongly support this bill and
urge its passage.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, we cannot
allow our cultural, historical or visually signifi-
cant treasures to disappear into the fog of
time. That is why | fully support both reauthor-
izations contained within H.R. 5893.

Our written traditions have libraries which
archive and preserve them. The program we
reauthorize today provides a mechanism for
similar archiving for sound and visual arts, en-
couraging their preservation and accessibility
for ourselves and for future generations de-
spite rapid changes in visual and sound re-
cording media.

H.R. 5893 would reauthorize the sound re-
cording and film preservation programs of the
Library of Congress and make a few small
changes to improve the efficiency and effec-
tiveness of the programs such as by encour-
aging more active participation by board mem-
bers.

| am particularly interested in the progress
of the Library of Congress on its study and re-
port on sound recordings. In speaking with
members of the artist community, it has be-
come clear to me that art forms such as jazz
are not being archived, preserved, and re-
stored to the extent necessary to prevent the
disappearance of some of the older record-
ings. This reauthorization will enable the Li-
brary of Congress to continue the study and
report on ways the National Recording Preser-
vation Board can better ensure the continued
availability of seminal pieces of historical jazz
and other forms of music.

This country, indeed the world, recently lost
a music great, a pioneer who helped lead
rhythm and blues into rock and roll, an artist
of the highest esteem, “Bo Diddley.” Through
the continuation of these important archive
programs, we can help make sure that Bo
Diddley and others will be long remembered
for their special contributions to our culture.
Though we may mourn the passing of the mu-
sician, we need never mourn the loss of the
music.
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Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, as always, I would like to
thank the ranking member, my friend
from Michigan, for his cooperation, and
I urge an ‘‘aye’ vote.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
BRADY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5893, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
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UNITED STATES CAPITOL POLICE
ADMINISTRATIVE TECHNICAL
CORRECTIONS ACT OF 2008

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 5972) to make
technical corrections to the laws af-
fecting certain administrative authori-
ties of the United States Capitol Po-
lice, and for other purposes, as amend-
ed.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5972

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘United
States Capitol Police Administrative Tech-
nical Corrections Act of 2008”".

SEC. 2. ADMINISTRATIVE AUTHORITIES OF THE
CHIEF OF THE CAPITOL POLICE.

(a) CLARIFICATION OF CERTAIN HIRING AU-
THORITIES.—

(1) CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER.—Sec-
tion 108(a) of the Legislative Branch Appro-
priations Act, 2001 (2 U.S.C. 1903(a)) is
amended to read as follows:

‘‘(a) CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER.—

‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There shall be with-
in the Capitol Police an Office of Adminis-
tration, to be headed by the Chief Adminis-
trative Officer, who shall report to and serve
at the pleasure of the Chief of the Capitol
Police.

‘(2) APPOINTMENT.—The Chief Administra-
tive Officer shall be appointed by the Chief
of the Capitol Police, after consultation with
the Capitol Police Board.

‘“(3) COMPENSATION.—The annual rate of
pay for the Chief Administrative Officer
shall be the amount equal to $1,000 less than
the annual rate of pay in effect for the Chief
of the Capitol Police.”.

(2) PERSONNEL OF OFFICE OF ADMINISTRA-
TION.—Section 108(c)(1) of the Legislative
Branch Appropriations Act, 2001 (2 U.S.C.
1903(c)(1)) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘““The Chief Administrative
Officer’” and inserting ‘“The Chief of the Cap-
itol Police’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘but shall not’’ and all that
follows and inserting a period.

(3) CERTIFYING OFFICERS.—Section 107 of
the Legislative Branch Appropriations Act,
2001 (2 U.S.C. 1904) is amended—
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(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘the Cap-
itol Police Board” and inserting ‘‘the Chief
of the Capitol Police”’; and

(B) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘the
Capitol Police Board” and inserting ‘‘the
Chief of the Capitol Police”’.

(4) REPEAL OF COMMITTEE APPROVAL FOR AP-
POINTMENTS, TERMINATIONS, AND PRO-
MOTIONS.—Section 1018(e)(1)(B) of the Legis-
lative Branch Appropriations Act, 2003 (2
U.S.C. 1907(e)(1)(B)) is amended to read as
follows:

‘(B) SPECIAL RULES FOR CERTAIN ACTIONS.—

‘(i) PRIOR NOTICE REQUIRED FOR APPOINT-
MENTS, TERMINATIONS, AND PROMOTIONS.—In
carrying out the authority under this para-
graph, the Chief of the Capitol Police may
carry out any of the following actions only
after providing notice to the Committee on
House Administration of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Rules
and Administration of the Senate and receiv-
ing an acknowledgment from each such Com-
mittee that the Committee has received the
notice:

‘(I) The appointment or termination of
any officer, member, or employee.

‘“(IT) The promotion of any noncivilian of-
ficer, member, or employee to any rank
higher than Private First Class or the pro-
motion of any civilian employee to any posi-
tion.

“(i1) APPROVAL REQUIRED FOR ESTABLISH-
MENT OF NEW POSITIONS, RECLASSIFICATION OF
POSITIONS, AND REORGANIZATION PLANS.—The
establishment by the Chief of the Capitol Po-
lice of any new position for officers, mem-
bers, or employees of the Capitol Police, the
reclassification by the Chief of any position
for officers, members, or employees of the
Capitol Police, and any reorganization plan
for the Capitol Police shall be subject to the
approval of the Committees referred to in
clause (i).”.

(6) CONFORMING APPLICATION OF CONGRES-
SIONAL ACCOUNTABILITY ACT OF 1995.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 101(9)(D) of the
Congressional Accountability Act of 1995 (2
U.S.C. 1301(9)(D)) is amended by striking
‘‘the Capitol Police Board,” and inserting
‘‘the United States Capitol Police,”.

(B) NO EFFECT ON CURRENT PROCEEDINGS.—
Nothing in the amendment made by subpara-
graph (A) may be construed to affect any
procedure initiated under title IV of the Con-
gressional Accountability Act of 1995 prior to
the date of the enactment of this Act.

(6) NO EFFECT ON CURRENT PERSONNEL.—
Nothing in the amendments made by this
subsection may be construed to affect the
status of any individual serving as an officer
or employee of the United States Capitol Po-
lice as of the date of the enactment of this
Act.

(b) DEPOSIT OF REIMBURSEMENTS FOR LAW
ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 2802 of the Supple-
mental Appropriations Act, 2001 (2 U.S.C.
1905) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘Cap-
itol Police Board” each place it appears and
inserting ‘‘United States Capitol Police’’;
and

(B) in subsection (a)(2), by striking ‘‘Cap-
itol Police Board” and inserting ‘‘Chief of
the United States Capitol Police”.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by paragraph (1) shall take effect as if
included in the enactment of the Supple-
mental Appropriations Act, 2001.

(c) AUTHORITY TO SEEK WAIVERS FOR
CLAIMS TO RECOVER ERRONEOUS PAYMENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1018(a)(2) of the
Legislative Branch Appropriations Act, 2003
(2 U.S.C. 1907(a)(2)) is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“(2) TRANSFER.—
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‘“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—AnNy statutory function,
duty, or authority of the Chief Administra-
tive Officer of the House of Representatives
or the Secretary of the Senate as disbursing
officers for the Capitol Police shall transfer
to the Chief of the Capitol Police as the sin-
gle disbursing officer for the Capitol Police.

‘“(B) AUTHORITY TO SEEK WAIVERS FOR
CLAIMS TO RECOVER ERRONEOUS PAYMENTS.—
In the case of the authority to waive a claim
of the United States against a person arising
out of an erroneous payment of any pay or
allowances to an officer or employee of the
Capitol Police—

‘(i) the Chief of the Capitol Police shall
exercise such authority in the same manner
as the Secretary of the Senate under section
2 of the Act entitled ‘An Act to authorize the
waiver of claims of the United States arising
out of erroneous payments of pay and allow-
ances to certain officers and employees of
the legislative branch’, approved July 25,
1974 (2 U.S.C. 130c);

‘“(ii) an application for a waiver of such a
claim shall be investigated by the Chief Ad-
ministrative Officer of the Capitol Police,
who shall submit a written report of the in-
vestigation to the Chief; and

¢‘(iii) an application for a waiver of such a
claim in an amount aggregating more than
$1,600 may also be investigated by the Comp-
troller General, who shall submit a written
report of the investigation to the Chief.”.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by paragraph (1) shall apply as if in-
cluded in the enactment of the Legislative
Branch Appropriations Act, 2003, except that
nothing in the amendment may be construed
to affect the validity of any waiver granted
prior to the date of the enactment of this
Act with respect to a claim of the United
States against a person arising out of an er-
roneous payment of any pay or allowances to
an officer or employee of the United States
Capitol Police.

(d) MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO MAKE
ADVANCE PAYMENTS FOR SUBSCRIPTION SERV-
ICES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1002 of the Legis-
lative Branch Appropriations Act, 2008 (Pub-
lic Law 110-161) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘fiscal year 2008 and each
succeeding fiscal year’ and inserting ‘‘each
of the fiscal years 2008 through 2012’; and

(B) by inserting after ‘‘the Senate,” the
following: ‘‘the Committee on House Admin-
istration of the House of Representatives,
and the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration of the Senate,”.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by paragraph (1) shall take effect as if
included in the enactment of the Legislative
Branch Appropriations Act, 2008.

(e) PRIOR NOTICE TO AUTHORIZING COMMIT-
TEES OF DEPLOYMENT OUTSIDE JURISDIC-
TION.—Section 1007(a)(1) of the Legislative
Branch Appropriations Act, 2005 (2 U.S.C.
1978(a)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘prior no-
tification to” and inserting the following:
“prior notification to the Committee on
House Administration of the House of Rep-
resentatives, the Committee on Rules and
Administration of the Senate, and”.

SEC. 3. GENERAL COUNSEL TO THE CHIEF OF PO-
LICE AND THE UNITED STATES CAP-
ITOL POLICE.

(a) APPOINTMENT AND SERVICE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—There shall be within the
United States Capitol Police the General
Counsel to the Chief of Police and the United
States Capitol Police (hereafter in this sub-
section referred to as the ‘‘General Coun-
sel”).

(2) APPOINTMENT.—The General Counsel
shall be appointed by the Chief of the Capitol
Police in accordance with section
1018(e)(1)(B)(i) of the Legislative Branch Ap-
propriations Act, 2003 (2 U.S.C.
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1907(e)(1)(B)(i)) (as amended by section
2(a)(4)), without regard to political affili-
ation and solely on the basis of fitness to
perform the duties of the position.

(3) COMPENSATION.—The annual rate of pay
for the General Counsel shall be the amount
equal to $1,000 less than the annual rate of
pay in effect for the Chief of the Capitol Po-
lice.

(4) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—House Reso-
lution 661, Ninety-fifth Congress, agreed to
July 29, 1977, as enacted into permanent law
by section 111 of the Legislative Branch Ap-
propriation Act, 1979 (2 U.S.C. 1901 note) is
repealed.

(6) NO EFFECT ON CURRENT GENERAL COUN-
SEL.—Nothing in this subsection or the
amendments made by this subsection may be
construed to affect the status of the indi-
vidual serving as the General Counsel to the
Chief of Police and the United States Capitol
Police as of the date of the enactment of this
Act.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO LEGAL REP-
RESENTATION AUTHORITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1002(a)(2)(A) of
the Legislative Branch Appropriations Act,
2004 (2 U.S.C. 1908(a)(2)(A)) is amended by
striking ‘‘the General Counsel for the United
States Capitol Police Board and the Chief of
the Capitol Police’ and inserting ‘‘the Gen-
eral Counsel to the Chief of Police and the
United States Capitol Police”.

(2) NO EFFECT ON CURRENT PROCEEDINGS.—
Nothing in the amendment made by para-
graph (1) may be construed to affect the au-
thority of any individual to enter an appear-
ance in any proceeding before any court of
the United States or of any State or political
subdivision thereof which is initiated prior
to the date of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 4. CLARIFICATION OF AUTHORITIES RE-
GARDING CERTAIN PERSONNEL
BENEFITS.

(a) No LuMP SUM PAYMENT PERMITTED FOR
UNUSED COMPENSATORY TIME.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—No officer or employee of
the United States Capitol Police whose serv-
ice with the United States Capitol Police is
terminated may receive any lump-sum pay-
ment with respect to accrued compensatory
time off, except to the extent permitted
under section 203(c)(4) of the Congressional
Accountability Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C.
1313(c)(4)).

(2) REPEAL OF RELATED OBSOLETE PROVI-
SIONS.—(A) Section 3 of House Resolution
449, Ninety-second Congress, agreed to June
2, 1971, as enacted into permanent law by
chapter IV of the Supplemental Appropria-
tions Act, 1972 (85 Stat. 636) (2 U.S.C. 1924),
together with any other provision of law
which relates to compensatory time for the
Capitol Police which is codified at section
1924 of title 2, United States Code (2000 Edi-
tions, Supp. V), is hereby repealed.

(B) The last full paragraph under the head-
ing ‘‘Administrative Provisions’ in the ap-
propriation for the Senate in the Legislative
Branch Appropriations Act, 1972 (85 Stat. 130)
(2 U.S.C. 1925) is hereby repealed.

(b) OVERTIME COMPENSATION FOR OFFICERS
AND EMPLOYEES EXEMPT FROM FAIR LABOR
STANDARDS ACT OF 1938.—

(1) CRITERIA UNDER WHICH COMPENSATION
PERMITTED.—The Chief of the Capitol Police
may provide for the compensation of over-
time work of exempt individuals which is
performed on or after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, in the form of additional
pay or compensatory time off, only if—

(A) the overtime work is carried out in
connection with special circumstances, as
determined by the Chief;

(B) the Chief has established a monetary
value for the overtime work performed by
such individual; and
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(C) the sum of the total amount of the
compensation paid to the individual for the
overtime work (as determined on the basis of
the monetary value established under sub-
paragraph (B)) and the total regular com-
pensation paid to the individual with respect
to the pay period involved may not exceed an
amount equal to the cap on the aggregate
amount of annual compensation that may be
paid to the individual under applicable law
during the year in which the pay period oc-
curs, as allocated on a per pay period basis
consistent with premium pay regulations of
the Capitol Police Board.

(2) EXEMPT INDIVIDUALS DEFINED.—In this
subsection, an ‘‘exempt individual’ is an of-
ficer or employee of the United States Cap-
itol Police—

(A) who is classified under regulations
issued pursuant to section 203 of the Con-
gressional Accountability Act of 1995 (2
U.S.C. 1313) as exempt from the application
of the rights and protections established by
subsections (a)(1) and (d) of section 6, section
7, and section 12(c) of the Fair Labor Stand-
ards Act of 1938 (29 U.S.C. 206 (a)(1) and (d),
207, 212(c)); or

(B) whose annual rate of pay is not estab-
lished specifically under any law.

(3) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 1009 of the Legis-
lative Branch Appropriations Act, 2003 (Pub-
lic Law 108—T7; 117 Stat. 359) is repealed.

(B) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by subparagraph (A) shall take effect
as if included in the enactment of the Legis-
lative Branch Appropriations Act, 2003, ex-
cept that the amendment shall not apply
with respect to any overtime work per-
formed prior to the date of the enactment of
this Act.

(c) AUTHORITY TO SUSPEND EMPLOYEES FOR
APPROPRIATE REASONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1018(e)(1)(A) of the
Legislative Branch Appropriations Act, 2003
(2 U.S.C. 1907(e)(1)(A)) is amended by insert-
ing ‘“‘suspend with or without pay,” after
“hire,”.

(2) REPEAL OF RELATED OBSOLETE PROVI-
SIONS.—(A) Section 1823 of the Revised Stat-
utes of the United States (2 U.S.C. 1928) is
hereby repealed.

(B) The proviso in the Act of Mar. 3, 1875
(ch. 129; 18 Stat. 345.), popularly known as
the ‘‘Legislature, Executive, and Judicial
Appropriation Act, fiscal year 1876, which is
codified at section 1929 of title 2, United
States Code (2000 Editions, Supp. V), is re-
pealed.

SEC. 5. OTHER MISCELLANEOUS TECHNICAL
CORRECTIONS.

(a) REPEAL OF OBSOLETE PROCEDURES FOR
INITIAL APPOINTMENT OF CHIEF ADMINISTRA-
TIVE OFFICER.—Section 108 of the Legislative
Branch Appropriations Act, 2001 (2 U.S.C.
1903) is amended by striking subsections (d)
through (g).

(b) REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT THAT OFFICERS
PURCHASE OWN UNIFORMS.—Section 1825 of
the Revised Statutes of the United States (2
U.S.C. 1943) is repealed.

(¢) REPEAL OF REFERENCES TO OFFICERS
AND PRIVATES IN AUTHORITIES RELATING TO
HOUSE AND SENATE OFFICE BUILDINGS.—

(1) HOUSE OFFICE BUILDINGS.—The item re-
lating to ‘““House of Representatives Office
Building’’ in the Act entitled ‘“‘An Act mak-
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses
of the Government for the fiscal year ending
June thirtieth, nineteen hundred and eight,
and for other purposes’, approved March 4,
1907 (34 Stat. 1365; 2 U.S.C. 2001), is amended
by striking ‘‘other than officers and privates
of the Capitol police” each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘other than the United States
Capitol Police”.

(2) SENATE OFFICE BUILDINGS.—The item re-
lating to ‘‘Senate Office Building” in the
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Legislative Branch Appropriation Act, 1943
(66 Stat. 343; 2 U.S.C. 2023) is amended by
striking ‘‘other than for officers and privates
of the Capitol Police’ each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘other than for the United
States Capitol Police”’.

(d) CLARIFICATION OF APPLICABILITY OF U.S.
CAPITOL POLICE AND LIBRARY OF CONGRESS
POLICE MERGER IMPLEMENTATION ACT OF
2007.—

(1) REPEAL OF DUPLICATE PROVISIONS.—Ef-
fective as if included in the enactment of the
Legislative Branch Appropriations Act, 2008
(Public Law 110—161), section 1004 of such
Act is repealed, and any provision of law
amended or repealed by such section is re-
stored or revived to read as if such section
had not been enacted into law.

(2) NO EFFECT ON OTHER ACT.—Nothing in
paragraph (1) may be construed to prevent
the enactment or implementation of any
provision of the U.S. Capitol Police and Li-
brary of Congress Police Merger Implemen-
tation Act of 2007 (Public Law 110—178), in-
cluding any provision of such Act that
amends or repeals a provision of law which is
restored or revived pursuant to paragraph
@.

(e) AUTHORITY OF CHIEF OF POLICE.—

(1) REPEAL OF CERTAIN PROVISIONS CODIFIED
IN TITLE 2, UNITED STATES CODE.—The provi-
sions appearing in the first paragraph under
the heading ‘‘Capitol Police” in the Act of
April 28, 1902 (ch. 594, 32 Stat. 124), and the
provisions appearing in the first paragraph
under the heading ‘‘Capitol Police’ in title I
of the Legislative and Judiciary Appropria-
tion Act, 1944 (ch. 173, 57 Stat. 230), insofar as
all of those provisions are related to the sen-
tence ‘‘The captain and lieutenants shall be
selected jointly by the Sergeant at Arms of
the Senate and the Sergeant at Arms of the
House of Representatives; and one-half of the
privates shall be selected by the Sergeant at
Arms of the Senate and one-half by the Ser-
geant at Arms of the House of Representa-
tives.””, which appears in 2 U.S.C. 1901 (2000
Edition, Supp. V), are repealed.

(2) RESTORATION OF REPEALED PROVISION.—
Section 1018(h)(1) of the Legislative Branch
Appropriations Act, 2003 (Public Law 108-7,
div. H, title I, 117 Stat. 368) is repealed, and
the sentence ‘““The Capitol Police shall be
headed by a Chief who shall be appointed by
the Capitol Police Board and shall serve at
the pleasure of the Board.””, which was re-
pealed by such section, is restored to appear
at the end of section 1821 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States (2 U.S.C. 1901).

(3) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The first sen-
tence of section 1821 of the Revised Statutes
of the United States (2 U.S.C. 1901) is amend-
ed by striking ¢, the members of which shall
be appointed by the Sergeants-at-Arms of
the two Houses and the Architect of the Cap-
itol Extension”.

(4) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this subsection shall take effect as
if included in the enactment of the Legisla-
tive Branch Appropriations Act, 2003.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. BRADY) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks on the
bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?
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There was no objection.

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I am pleased to present the United
States Capitol Police Administrative
Technical Corrections Act of 2008. As
its title suggests, H.R. 5972 is not in-
tended to make substantive policy
changes for the Capitol Police. It cor-
rects drafting errors, modernizes out-
dated terms, and repeals redundant and
inconsistent provisions already on the
books.

My favorite correction is a long over-
due repeal of the 1868 law requiring
Capitol Police officers to buy their uni-
forms. Congress decided years ago to
provide their uniforms, but has never
repealed the 1868 law. Chief Phillip
Morse requested most of these correc-
tions, the committee found others, and
we included several excellent sugges-
tions offered by the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS). Again, it was a
pleasure to work with him and his
staff, as always.

The bill has the support of Chief
Morse and our House Sergeant-at-
Arms, Wilson Livingood, and I urge an
‘“‘aye’’ vote.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 5972. While I
would have preferred that we would
have addressed these items in regular
order, I am pleased that the proposed
technical corrections in this bill will
create a stronger operational frame-
work for the Capitol Police. As often
happens when language is tied to an
appropriations bill in a hasty fashion,
several requirements in the original
legislation governing Capitol Police
operations proved problematic under
greater scrutiny and further use. This
bill will bring clarity to the adminis-
tration of the U.S. Capitol Police and
will eliminate those provisions which
are in conflict with one another or are
antiquated and therefore unnecessary.

I would also point out that this illus-
trates the importance of the appropria-
tions subcommittees to work together
with the authorizing committees, be-
cause virtually all the problems that
have arisen in the past in this area re-
sulted from a lack of cooperation be-
tween the authorizing and appro-
priating committees.

The changes specified in this bill will
also establish a transparent and deci-
sive governance framework and create
a clear reporting structure within the
U.S. Capitol Police. The clarified lan-
guage provides the Chief of the Capitol
Police with explicit authority to per-
form all hiring and termination ac-
tions, which will assist the U.S. Capitol
Police’s legal staff in executing its du-
ties regarding personnel matters.

This bill also clarifies that the Cap-
itol Police must notify this committee,
as well as the Senate Rules and Admin-
istration Committee, of substantive ad-
ministrative and operational actions,
such as notices of personnel actions or
deployment of personnel outside of the
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Capitol Police’s jurisdiction. This lan-
guage further strengthens this commit-
tee’s function as an oversight body and
allows us to address any such issues as
they occur.

I thank Chairman BRADY for his work
on this bill, which will, upon its pas-
sage, create a stronger law enforce-
ment organization, and a safer, more
secure Capitol complex.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. I have
no further speakers.

Mr. EHLERS. I have no further
speakers. I will make some concluding
comments.

First of all, Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank my chairman, Mr. BRADY. He
and I have worked very, very well to-
gether on a number of issues, and I be-
lieve that, if there were a competition,
we would probably hold the prize
among the committees of the House as
to the best functioning committees
who really try to get business done
without a lot of partisanship. I com-
mend my colleague for his great atti-
tude on this.

One other comment I will make in re-
gard to the Capitol Police. The one
area we did not examine, which I think
needs examination at some point, and I
hope our committee will take it up at
some point, the duties of the Capitol
Police Board are not as clearly out-
lined as they might be. The composi-
tion, I believe, is lacking. We have a
GAO report of a few years ago which
pointed out some severe shortcomings
in the operations and decision-making
processes of the Capitol Police Board,
and I think we would be well-served in
this institution to re-examine that
issue.

We have done so much in the past
decade to modernize the police force;
make them provide more ready re-
sponses to the trauma that we face
today in this time of terrorism. I think
we would be well-advised to look at the
governing structure once again too,
which to my knowledge, has not been
examined for a long time.

With that, I will yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Again, I
thank the gentleman from Michigan.
He is right: it is a pleasure to work to-
gether. I look forward to working to-
gether with you in your interest on the
Capitol Police Board. With that, I urge
an ‘‘aye’ vote.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
BrADY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5972, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

H4903

NATIONAL NANOTECHNOLOGY INI-
TIATIVE AMENDMENTS ACT OF
2008

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 5940) to author-
ize activities for support of nanotech-
nology research and development, and
for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5940

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National
Nanotechnology Initiative Amendments Act of
2008".

SEC. 2. NATIONAL NANOTECHNOLOGY PROGRAM
AMENDMENTS.

The 21st Century Nanotechnology Research
and Development Act (15 U.S.C. 7501 et seq.) is
amended—

(1) by striking section 2(c)(4) and inserting the
following new paragraph:

““(4) develop, within 12 months after the date
of enactment of the National Nanotechnology
Initiative Amendments Act of 2008, and update
every 3 years thereafter, a strategic plan to
guide the activities described under subsection
(b) that specifies near-term and long-term objec-
tives for the Program, the anticipated time
frame for achieving the near-term objectives,
and the metrics to be used for assessing progress
toward the objectives, and that describes—

“(A) how the Program will move results out of
the laboratory and into applications for the ben-
efit of society, including through cooperation
and collaborations with mnanotechnology re-
search, development, and technology transition
initiatives supported by the States;

‘““(B) how the Program will encourage and
support interdisciplinary research and develop-
ment in nanotechnology, and

“(C) proposed research in areas of national
importance in accordance with the requirements
of section 5 of the National Nanotechnology Ini-
tiative Amendments Act of 2008;”’;

(2) in section 2—

(A4) in subsection (d)—

(i) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through
(5) as paragraphs (2) through (6), respectively;
and

(ii) by inserting the following new paragraph
before paragraph (2), as so redesignated by
clause (i) of this subparagraph:

‘(1) the Program budget, for the previous fis-
cal year, for each agency that participates in
the Program, including a breakout of spending
for the development and acquisition of research
facilities and instrumentation, for each program
component area, and for all activities pursuant
to subsection (b)(10);”’; and

(B) by inserting at the end the following new
subsection:

‘“‘(e) STANDARDS SETTING.—The agencies par-
ticipating in the Program shall support the ac-
tivities of committees involved in the develop-
ment of standards for nanotechnology and may
reimburse the travel costs of scientists and engi-
neers who participate in activities of such com-
mittees.”’;

(3) by striking section 3(b) and inserting the
following new subsection:

‘““(b) FUNDING.—(1) The operation of the Na-
tional Nanotechnology Coordination Office
shall be supported by funds from each agency
participating in the Program. The portion of
such Office’s total budget provided by each
agency for each fiscal year shall be in the same
proportion as the agency’s share of the total
budget for the Program for the previous fiscal
year, as specified in the report required under
section 2(d)(1).
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‘““(2) The annual report under section 2(d)
shall include—

““(A) a description of the funding required by
the National Nanotechnology Coordination Of-
fice to perform the functions specified under
subsection (a) for the next fiscal year by cat-
egory of activity, including the funding required
to carry out the requirements of section
2(b)(10)(D), subsection (d) of this section, and
section 5;

‘““(B) a description of the funding required by
such Office to perform the functions specified
under subsection (a) for the current fiscal year
by category of activity, including the funding
required to carry out the requirements of sub-
section (d); and

“(C) the amount of funding provided for such
Office for the current fiscal year by each agency
participating in the Program.’’;

(4) by inserting at the end of section 3 the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“(d) PUBLIC INFORMATION.—(1) The National
Nanotechnology Coordination Office shall de-
velop and maintain a database accessible by the
public of projects funded under the Environ-
mental, Health, and Safety, the Education and
Societal Dimensions, and the Nano-
manufacturing program component areas, or
any successor program component areas, includ-
ing a description of each project, its source of
funding by agency, and its funding history. For
the Environmental, Health, and Safety program
component area, or any Successor program com-
ponent area, projects shall be grouped by major
objective as defined by the research plan re-
quired wunder section J3(b) of the National
Nanotechnology Initiative Amendments Act of
2008. For the Education and Societal Dimen-
sions program component area, or any successor
program component area, the projects shall be
grouped in subcategories of—

““(A) education in formal settings;

‘““(B) education in informal settings;

““(C) public outreach; and

‘““(D) ethical, legal, and other societal issues.

‘““(2) The National Nanotechnology Coordina-
tion Office shall develop, maintain, and pub-
licize information on nanotechnology facilities
supported under the Program, and may include
information on nanotechnology facilities sup-
ported by the States, that are accessible for use
by individuals from academic institutions and
from industry. The information shall include at
a minimum the terms and conditions for the use
of each facility, a description of the capabilities
of the instruments and equipment available for
use at the facility, and a description of the tech-
nical support available to assist users of the fa-
cility.”’;

(5) in section 4(a)—

(4) by striking “‘or designate’’;

(B) by inserting ‘“‘as a distinct entity’ after
“Advisory Panel’’; and

(C) by inserting at the end ‘‘The Advisory
Panel shall form a subpanel with membership
having specific qualifications tailored to enable
it to carry out the requirements of subsection
(e)7).”;

(6) in section 4(b)—

(4) by striking “‘or designated’ and ‘‘or desig-
nating’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following: ‘‘At
least one member of the Advisory Panel shall be
an individual employed by and representing a
minority-serving institution.”’;

(7) by amending section 5 to read as follows:
“SEC. 5. TRIENNIAL EXTERNAL REVIEW OF THE

NATIONAL NANOTECHNOLOGY PRO-
GRAM.

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Na-
tional Nanotechnology Coordination Office
shall enter into an arrangement with the Na-
tional Research Council of the National Acad-
emy of Sciences to conduct a triennial review of
the Program. The Director shall ensure that the
arrangement with the National Research Coun-
cil is concluded in order to allow sufficient time
for the reporting requirements of subsection (b)
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to be satisfied. Each triennial review shall in-
clude an evaluation of the—

‘(1) research priorities and technical content
of the Program, including whether the alloca-
tion of funding among program component
areas, as designated according to section 2(c)(2),
is appropriate;

“(2) effectiveness of the Program’s manage-
ment and coordination across agencies and dis-
ciplines, including an assessment of the effec-
tiveness of the National Nanotechnology Coordi-
nation Office;

“(3) Program’s scientific and technological ac-
complishments and its success in transferring
technology to the private sector; and

“(4) adequacy of the Program’s activities ad-
dressing ethical, legal, environmental, and other
appropriate societal concerns, including human
health concerns.

“(b) EVALUATION TO BE TRANSMITTED TO
CONGRESS.—The National Research Council
shall document the results of each triennial re-
view carried out in accordance with subsection
(a) in a report that includes any recommenda-
tions for ways to improve the Program’s man-
agement and coordination processes and for
changes to the Program’s objectives, funding
priorities, and technical content. Each report
shall be submitted to the Director of the Na-
tional Nanotechnology Coordination Office,
who shall transmit it to the Advisory Panel, the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate, and the Committee on
Science and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives not later than September 30 of every
third year, with the first report due September
30, 2009.

““(c) FUNDING.—Of the amounts provided in
accordance with section 3(b)(1), the following
amounts shall be available to carry out this sec-
tion:

‘(1) $500,000 for fiscal year 2009.

““(2) $500,000 for fiscal year 2010.

“(3) $500,000 for fiscal year 2011.”"; and

(8) in section 10—

(4) by amending paragraph (2) to read as fol-
lows:

““(2) NANOTECHNOLOGY.—The term ‘nano-
technology’ means the science and technology
that will enable one to understand, measure,
manipulate, and manufacture at the nanoscale,
aimed at creating materials, devices, and sys-
tems with fundamentally new properties or
functions.”’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

““(7) NANOSCALE.—The term ‘nanoscale’ means
one or more dimensions of between approxi-
mately 1 and 100 nanometers.”’.

SEC. 3. SOCIETAL DIMENSIONS
NANOTECHNOLOGY.

(a) COORDINATOR FOR SOCIETAL DIMENSIONS
OF NANOTECHNOLOGY.—The Director of the Of-
fice of Science and Technology Policy shall des-
ignate an associate director of the Office of
Science and Technology Policy as the Coordi-
nator for Societal Dimensions of Nano-
technology. The Coordinator shall be respon-
sible for oversight of the coordination, planning,
and budget prioritication of activities required
by section 2(b)(10) of the 21st Century
Nanotechnology Research and Development Act
(15 U.S.C. 7501(b)(10)). The Coordinator shall,
with the assistance of appropriate senior offi-
cials of the agencies funding activities within
the Environmental, Health, and Safety and the
Education and Societal Dimensions program
component areas of the Program, or any suc-
cessor program component areas, ensure that
the requirements of such section 2(b)(10) are sat-
isfied. The responsibilities of the Coordinator
shall include—

(1) ensuring that a research plan for the envi-
ronmental, health, and safety research activities
required under subsection (b) is developed, up-
dated, and implemented and that the plan is re-
sponsive to the recommendations of the
subpanel of the Advisory Panel established
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under section 4(a) of the 2Ist Century
Nanotechnology Research and Development Act
(15 U.S.C. 7503(a)), as amended by this Act;

(2) encouraging and monitoring the efforts of
the agencies participating in the Program to al-
locate the level of resources and management at-
tention necessary to ensure that the ethical,
legal, environmental, and other appropriate so-
cietal concerns related to manotechnology, in-
cluding human health concerns, are addressed
under the Program, including the implementa-
tion of the research plan described in subsection
(b); and

(3) encouraging the agencies required to de-
velop the research plan under subsection (b) to
identify, assess, and implement suitable mecha-
nisms for the establishment of public-private
partnerships for support of environmental,
health, and safety research.

(b) RESEARCH PLAN.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Coordinator for Societal
Dimensions of Nanotechnology shall convene
and chair a panel comprised of representatives
from the agencies funding research activities
under the Environmental, Health, and Safety
program component area of the Program, or any
successor program component area, and from
such other agencies as the Coordinator con-
siders necessary to develop, periodically update,
and coordinate the implementation of a research
plan for this program component area. In devel-
oping and updating the plan, the panel con-
vened by the Coordinator shall solicit and be re-
sponsive to recommendations and advice from—

(4) the subpanel of the Advisory Panel estab-
lished under section 4(a) of the 21st Century
Nanotechnology Research and Development Act
(15 U.S.C. 7503(a)), as amended by this Act; and

(B) the agencies responsible for environ-
mental, health, and safety regulations associ-
ated with the production, use, and disposal of
nanoscale materials and products.

(2) DEVELOPMENT OF STANDARDS.—The plan
required under paragraph (1) shall include a de-
scription of how the Program will help to ensure
the development of—

(A) standards related to nomenclature associ-
ated with engineered nanoscale materials;

(B) engineered nanoscale standard reference
materials for environmental, health, and safety
testing; and

(C) standards related to methods and proce-
dures for detecting, measuring, monitoring, sam-
pling, and testing engineered nanoscale mate-
rials for environmental, health, and safety im-
pacts.

(3) COMPONENTS OF PLAN.—The plan required
under paragraph (1) shall, with respect to ac-
tivities described in paragraphs (1) and (2)—

(A) specify near-term research objectives and
long-term research objectives;

(B) specify milestones associated with each
near-term objective and the estimated time and
resources required to reach each milestone;

(C) with respect to subparagraphs (A) and
(B), describe the role of each agency carrying
out or sponsoring research in order to meet the
objectives specified under subparagraph (4) and
to achieve the milestones specified under sub-
paragraph (B);

(D) specify the funding allocated to each
magor objective of the plan and the source of
funding by agency for the current fiscal year;
and

(E) estimate the funding required for each
magor objective of the plan and the source of
funding by agency for the following 3 fiscal
years.

(4) TRANSMITTAL TO CONGRESS.—The plan re-
quired under paragraph (1) shall be submitted
not later than 60 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation of the Senate and
the Committee on Science and Technology of the
House of Representatives.

(5) UPDATING AND APPENDING TO REPORT.—
The plan required under paragraph (1) shall be
updated annually and appended to the report
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required under section 2(d) of the 21st Century
Nanotechnology Research and Development Act
(15 U.S.C. 7501(d)).

(¢) NANOTECHNOLOGY PARTNERSHIPS.—

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—AS part of the program
authoriced by section 9 of the National Science
Foundation Authorization Act of 2002, the Di-
rector of the National Science Foundation shall
provide 1 or more grants to establish partner-
ships as defined by subsection (a)(2) of that sec-
tion, except that each such partnership shall in-
clude 1 or more businesses engaged in the pro-
duction of nanoscale materials, products, or de-
vices. Partnerships established in accordance
with this subsection shall be designated as
“Nanotechnology Education Partnerships’’.

(2) PURPOSE.—Nanotechnology Education
Partnerships shall be designed to recruit and
help prepare secondary school students to pur-
sue postsecondary level courses of instruction in
nanotechnology. At a minimum, grants shall be
used to support—

(4) professional development activities to en-
able secondary school teachers to use curricular
materials incorporating nanotechnology and to
inform teachers about career possibilities for
students in nanotechnology;

(B) enrichment programs for students, includ-
ing access to mnanotechnology facilities and
equipment at partner institutions, to increase
their understanding of manoscale science and
technology and to inform them about career pos-
sibilities in nanotechnology as scientists, engi-
neers, and technicians; and

(C) identification of appropriate nanotech-
nology educational materials and incorporation
of manotechnology into the curriculum for sec-
ondary school students at one or more organiza-
tions participating in a Partnership.

(3) SELECTION.—Grants under this subsection
shall be awarded in accordance with subsection
(b) of such section 9, except that paragraph
(3)(B) of that subsection shall not apply.

(d) UNDERGRADUATE EDUCATION PROGRAMS.—

(1) ACTIVITIES SUPPORTED.—AS part of the ac-
tivities included under the Education and Soci-
etal Dimensions program component area, or
any successor program component area, the Pro-
gram shall support efforts to introduce
nanoscale science, engineering, and technology
into undergraduate science and engineering
education through a variety of interdisciplinary
approaches. Activities supported may include—

(A) development of courses of instruction or
modules to existing courses;

(B) faculty professional development; and

(C) acquisition of equipment and instrumenta-
tion suitable for undergraduate education and
research in nanotechnology.

(2) COURSE, CURRICULUM, AND LABORATORY
IMPROVEMENT AUTHORIZATION.—There are au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Director of
the National Science Foundation to carry out
activities described in paragraph (1) through the
Course, Curriculum, and Laboratory Improve-
ment program—

(A) from amounts authoriced under section
7002(b)(2)(B) of the America COMPETES Act,
$5,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; and

(B) from amounts authoriced under section
7002(c)(2)(B) of the America COMPETES Act,
$5,000,000 for fiscal year 2010.

(3) ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY EDUCATION AU-
THORIZATION.—There are authoriced to be ap-
propriated to the Director of the National
Science Foundation to carry out activities de-
scribed in paragraph (1) through the Advanced
Technology Education program—

(A) from amounts authorized under section
7002(b)(2)(B) of the America COMPETES Act,
$5,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; and

(B) from amounts authoriced under section
7002(c)(2)(B) of the America COMPETES Act,
$5,000,000 for fiscal year 2010.

(e) INTERAGENCY WORKING GROUP.—The Na-
tional Science and Technology Council shall es-
tablish under the Nanoscale Science, Engineer-
ing, and Technology Subcommittee an Edu-
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cation Working Group to coordinate, prioritize,
and plan the educational activities supported
under the Program.

(f) SOCIETAL DIMENSIONS IN NANOTECHNOLOGY
EDUCATION ACTIVITIES.—Activities supported
under the Education and Societal Dimensions
program component area, or any SUCCESSOT Pro-
gram component area, that involve informal,
precollege, or wundergraduate nanotechnology
education shall include education regarding the
environmental, health and safety, and other so-
cietal aspects of nanotechnology.

(9) REMOTE ACCESS TO NANOTECHNOLOGY FA-
CILITIES.—(1) Agencies supporting nanotechnol-
ogy research facilities as part of the Program
shall require the entities that operate such fa-
cilities to allow access via the Internet, and sup-
port the costs associated with the provision of
such access, by secondary school students and
teachers, to instruments and equipment within
such facilities for educational purposes. The
agencies may waive this requirement for cases
when particular facilities would be inappro-
priate for educational purposes or the costs for
providing such access would be prohibitive.

(2) The agencies identified in paragraph (1)
shall require the entities that operate such
nanotechnology research facilities to establish
and publish procedures, guidelines, and condi-
tions for the submission and approval of appli-
cations for the use of the facilities for the pur-
pose identified in paragraph (1) and shall au-
thorize personnel who operate the facilities to
provide necessary technical support to students
and teachers.

SEC. 4. TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER.

(a) PROTOTYPING.—

(1) ACCESS TO FACILITIES.—In accordance with
section 2(b)(7) of 21st Century Nanotechnology
Research and Development Act (15 U.S.C.
7501(b)(7)), the agencies supporting manotech-
nology research facilities as part of the Program
shall provide access to such facilities to compa-
nies for the purpose of assisting the companies
in the development of prototypes of nanoscale
products, devices, or processes (or products, de-
vices, or processes enabled by manotechnology)
for determining proof of concept. The agencies
shall publicize the availability of these facilities
and encourage their use by companies as pro-
vided for in this section.

(2) PROCEDURES.—The agencies identified in
paragraph (1)—

(A) shall establish and publish procedures,
guidelines, and conditions for the submission
and approval of applications for use of nano-
technology facilities;

(B) shall publish descriptions of the capabili-
ties of facilities available for use under this sub-
section, including the availability of technical
support; and

(C) may waive recovery, require full recovery,
or require partial recovery of the costs associ-
ated with use of the facilities for projects under
this subsection.

(3) SELECTION AND CRITERIA.—In cases when
less than full cost recovery is required pursuant
to paragraph (2)(C), projects provided access to
nanotechnology facilities in accordance with
this subsection shall be selected through a com-
petitive, merit-based process, and the criteria for
the selection of such projects shall include at a
minimum—

(A) the readiness of the project for technology
demonstration;

(B) evidence of a commitment by the applicant
for further development of the project to full
commercialization if the proof of concept is es-
tablished by the prototype; and

(C) evidence of the potential for further fund-
ing from private sector sources following the
successful demonstration of proof of concept.
The agencies may give special consideration in
selecting projects to applications that are rel-
evant to important national needs or require-
ments.

(b) USE OF EXISTING TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER
PROGRAMS.—
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(1) PARTICIPATING AGENCIES.—Each agency
participating in the Program shall—

(A) encourage the submission of applications
for support of nanotechnology related projects
to the Small Business Innovation Research Pro-
gram and the Small Business Technology Trans-
fer Program administered by such agencies; and

(B) through the National Nanotechnology Co-
ordination Office and within 6 months after the
date of enactment of this Act, submit to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate and the Committee on
Science and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives—

(i) the plan described in section 2(c)(7) of the
21st Century Nanotechnology Research and De-
velopment Act (15 U.S.C. 7501(c)(7)); and

(ii) a report specifying, if the agency admin-
isters a Small Business Innovation Research
Program and a Small Business Technology
Transfer Program—

(I) the number of proposals received for nano-
technology related projects during the current
fiscal year and the previous 2 fiscal years;

(1I) the number of such proposals funded in
each year;

(I11) the total number of manotechnology re-
lated projects funded and the amount of fund-
ing provided for fiscal year 2003 through fiscal
year 2007; and

(IV) a description of the projects identified in
accordance with subclause (III) which received
private sector funding beyond the period of
phase II support.

(2) NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS AND
TECHNOLOGY.—The Director of the National In-
stitute of Standards and Technology in carrying
out the requirements of section 28 of the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Technology
Act (15 U.S.C. 278n) shall—

(A) in regard to subsection (d) of that section,
encourage the submission of proposals for sup-
port of nanotechnology related projects; and

(B) in regard to subsection (g) of that section,
include a description of how the requirement of
subparagraph (A4) of this paragraph is being
met, the number of proposals for nanotechnol-
ogy related projects received, the mumber of
such proposals funded, the total number of such
projects funded since the beginning of the Tech-
nology Innovation Program, and the outcomes
of such funded projects in terms of the metrics
developed in accordance with such subsection
(9)-

(3) TIP ADVISORY BOARD.—The TIP Advisory
Board established under section 28(k) of the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Technology
Act (15 U.S.C. 278n(k)), in carrying out its re-
sponsibilities under subsection (k)(3), shall pro-
vide the Director of the National Institute of
Standards and Technology with—

(A) advice on how to accomplish the require-
ment of paragraph (2)(4) of this subsection; and

(B) an assessment of the adequacy of the allo-
cation of resources for manotechnology related
projects supported under the Technology Inno-
vation Program.

(c) INDUSTRY LIAISON GROUPS.—An objective
of the Program shall be to establish industry li-
aison groups for all industry sectors that would
benefit from applications of nanotechnology.
The Nanomanufactoring, Industry Liaison, and
Innovation Working Group of the National
Science and Technology Council shall actively
pursue establishing such liaison groups.

(d) COORDINATION WITH STATE INITIATIVES.—
Section 2(b)(5) of the 21st Century Nanotechnol-
09y Research and Development Act (15 U.S.C.
7501(b)(5)) is amended to read as follows:

“(5) ensuring United States global leadership
in the development and application of nano-
technology, including through coordination and
leveraging Federal investments with nanotech-
nology research, development, and technology
transition initiatives supported by the States;’’.
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SEC. 5. RESEARCH IN AREAS OF NATIONAL IM-
PORTANCE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Program shall include
support for nanotechnology research and devel-
opment activities directed toward application
areas that have the potential for significant
contributions to national economic competitive-
ness and for other significant societal benefits.
The activities supported shall be designed to ad-
vance the development of research discoveries by
demonstrating technical solutions to important
problems in such areas as nano-electronics, en-
ergy efficiency, health care, and water remedi-
ation and purification. The Advisory Panel
shall make recommendations to the Program for
candidate research and development areas for
support under this section.

(b) CHARACTERISTICS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Research and development
activities under this section shall—

(A) include projects selected on the basis of
applications for support through a competitive,
merit-based process;

(B) involve collaborations among researchers
in academic institutions and industry, and may
involve nonprofit research institutions and Fed-
eral laboratories, as appropriate;

(C) when possible, leverage Federal invest-
ments through collaboration with related State
initiatives; and

(D) include a plan for fostering the transfer of
research discoveries and the results of tech-
nology demonstration activities to industry for
commercial development.

(2) PROCEDURES.—Determination of the re-
quirements for applications under this sub-
section, review and selection of applications for
support, and subsequent funding of projects
shall be carried out by a collaboration of mo
fewer than 2 agencies participating in the Pro-
gram. In selecting applications for support, the
agencies shall give special consideration to
projects that include cost sharing from non-Fed-
eral sources.

(3) INTERDISCIPLINARY RESEARCH CENTERS.—
Research and development activities under this
section may be supported through interdiscipli-
nary nanotechnology research centers, as au-
thorized by section 2(b)(4) of the 21st Century
Nanotechnology Research and Development Act
(15 U.S.C. 7501(b)(4)), that are organized to in-
vestigate basic research questions and carry out
technology demonstration activities in areas
such as those identified in subsection (a).

(c) REPORT.—Reports required under section
2(d) of the 21st Century Nanotechnology Re-
search and Development Act (15 U.S.C. 7501(d))
shall include a description of research and de-
velopment areas supported in accordance with
this section, including the same budget informa-
tion as is required for program component areas
under paragraphs (1) and (2) of such section
2(d).

SEC. 6. NANOMANUFACTURING RESEARCH.

(a) RESEARCH AREAS.—The Nanomanufac-
turing program component area, or any Suc-
cessor program component area, shall include
research on—

(1) development of instrumentation and tools
required for the rapid characterization of nano-
scale materials and for monitoring of nanoscale
manufacturing processes; and

(2) approaches and techniques for scaling the
synthesis of new nanoscale materials to achieve
industrial-level production rates.

(b) GREEN NANOTECHNOLOGY.—Interdiscipli-
nary research centers supported under the Pro-
gram in accordance with section 2(b)(4) of the
21st Century Nanotechnology Research and De-
velopment Act (15 U.S.C. 7501(b)(4)) that are fo-
cused on nanomanufacturing research and cen-
ters established under the authority of section
5(b)(3) of this Act shall include as part of the
activities of such centers—

(1) research on methods and approaches to de-
velop environmentally benign nanoscale prod-
ucts and mnanoscale manufacturing processes,
taking into consideration relevant findings and
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results of research supported under the Environ-
mental, Health, and Safety program component
area, oY any Successor program component area;

(2) fostering the transfer of the results of such
research to industry; and

(3) providing for the education of scientists
and engineers through interdisciplinary studies
in the principles and techniques for the design
and development of environmentally benign
nanoscale products and processes.

(c) REVIEW OF NANOMANUFACTORING RE-
SEARCH AND RESEARCH FACILITIES.—

(1) PUBLIC MEETING.—Not later than 12
months after the date of enactment of this Act,
the National Nanotechnology Coordination Of-
fice shall sponsor a public meeting, including
representation from a wide range of industries
engaged in nanoscale manufacturing, to—

(A) obtain the views of participants at the
meeting on—

(i) the relevance and value of the research
being carried out under the Nanomanufactoring
program component area of the Program, or any
successor program component area; and

(ii) whether the capabilities of nanotechnol-
ogy research facilities supported under the Pro-
gram are adequate—

(I) to meet current and mnear-term require-
ments for the fabrication and characterization
of nanoscale devices and systems; and

(I1) to provide access to and use of instrumen-
tation and equipment at the facilities, by means
of metworking technology, to individuals who
are at locations remote from the facilities; and

(B) receive any recommendations on ways to

strengthen the research portfolio supported
under the Nanomanufactoring program compo-
nent area, or any successor program component
area, and on improving the capabilities of nano-
technology research facilities supported under
the Program.
Companies participating in industry liaison
groups shall be invited to participate in the
meeting. The Coordination Office shall prepare
a report documenting the findings and rec-
ommendations resulting from the meeting.

(2) ADVISORY PANEL REVIEW.—The Advisory
Panel shall review the Nanomanufactoring pro-
gram component area of the Program, or any
successor program component area, and the ca-
pabilities of nanotechnology research facilities
supported under the Program to assess—

(A) whether the funding for the Nanomanu-
factoring program component area, or any suc-
cessor program component area, is adequate and
receiving appropriate priority within the overall
resources available for the Program;

(B) the relevance of the research being sup-
ported to the identified needs and requirements
of industry;

(C) whether the capabilities of nanotechnol-
ogy research facilities supported under the Pro-
gram are adequate—

(i) to meet current and near-term requirements
for the fabrication and characterication of
nanoscale devices and systems; and

(ii) to provide access to and use of instrumen-
tation and equipment at the facilities, by means
of metworking technology, to individuals who
are at locations remote from the facilities; and

(D) the level of funding that would be needed
to support—

(i) the acquisition of instrumentation, equip-
ment, and networking technology sufficient to
provide the capabilities at nanotechnology re-
search facilities described in subparagraph (C);
and

(ii) the operation and maintenance of such fa-

cilities.
In carrying out its assessment, the Advisory
Panel shall take into consideration the findings
and recommendations from the report required
under paragraph (1).

(3) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Advisory
Panel shall submit to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the Sen-
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ate and the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives a report
on its assessment required under paragraph (2),
along with any recommendations and a copy of
the report prepared in accordance with para-
graph (1).

SEC. 7. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act, terms that are defined in section
10 of the 21st Century Nanotechnology Research
and Development Act (15 U.S.C. 7509) have the
meaning given those terms in that section.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. GORDON) and the gen-
tlewoman from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rials on H.R. 5940, the bill now under
consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee?

There was no objection.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

H.R. 5940 is a bipartisan bill which
myself and Ranking Member HALL
jointly introduced, along with 23 addi-
tional Democratic and Republican
members of the Science and Tech-
nology Committee. The committee be-
lieves this legislation will strengthen
our Nation’s competitiveness in the
rapidly advancing field of nanotechnol-
ogy.

I want to particularly thank my col-
league, the gentleman from Texas, for
working with me to craft this legisla-
tion. I also want to thank Dr. BAIRD,
the Chair, and Dr. EHLERS, the ranking
member, respectively, of the Research
and Science Education Subcommittee,
who were both instrumental in devel-
opment of this bill.

Finally, I want to thank all the
members of the Science and Tech-
nology Committee on both sides of the
aisle for their contributions to this bill
and for helping to move it expedi-
tiously and unanimously through the
committee. Certainly, I want to thank
Jim Wilson, working with the minority
and majority staff, in putting together
this excellent piece of legislation.

The term  ‘‘revolutionary tech-
nology’’ has become a cliche, but nano-
technology truly is revolutionary. We
stand at the threshold of an age in
which materials and devices can be
fashioned atom by atom to satisfy spe-
cific design requirements. Nanotech-
nology-based applications are arising
that were not even imagined a decade
ago.

The range of potential applications of
nanotechnology is broad and will have
enormous consequences for electronics,
energy transformation, storage mate-
rials, and medicine and health, to name
just a few. Indeed, the scope of this
technology is so broad as to leave vir-
tually no product untouched.
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The Science and Technology Com-
mittee recognized the promise of nano-
technology early on, holding our first
hearing a decade ago to review Federal
activities in the field. The committee
was substantially instrumental in de-
velopment and enactment in 2003 of the
21st Century Nanotechnology Research
and Development Act, which author-
ized the multi-agency National Nano-
technology Initiative, or the NNI, as
it’s called.

The 2003 statute put in place formal
interagency planning, budgeting, and
coordinating mechanisms for the NNI.
It now receives funding from 13 agen-
cies and has a budget of $1.5 billion for
fiscal year 2008. The NNI statute also
provides for formal reviews of the con-
tent and management of programs by
the National Academy of Sciences and
by a designated advisory committee of
nongovernmental experts. Their assess-
ment of the NNI has been generally
positive.

The NNI supports productive cooper-
ative research efforts across a spec-
trum of disciplines and is establishing
a network of national facilities for fur-
ther support of nanotechnology re-
search and development. H.R. 5940 is
based on findings and recommenda-
tions from several hearings during the
current Congress that examined var-
ious aspects of the NNI. It also reflects
recommendations from the formal re-
views of the NNI by the National Acad-
emy of Sciences and the NNI advisory
panel. Finally, it incorporates many
suggestions from various communities
of interest that reviewed early versions
of the bill.

H.R. 5940 does not substantially alter
the NNI, but makes adjustments to
some of the priorities of the programs
and strengthens one of the core compo-
nents, environmental and safety re-
search.

Nanotechnology is advancing rapidly,
and at least 600 products have entered
commerce that contain nanoscale ma-
terials, including aerosols and cos-
metics. It is important for the success-
ful development of nanotechnology
that potential downsides of nanotech-
nology be addressed from the beginning
in a straight forward and open way.

We know too well that negative pub-
lic perceptions about the safety of
technology can have serious con-
sequences for its acceptance and use.
At present, the level of scientific un-
derstanding is sufficient to pin down
what types of engineered nanomateri-
als may be dangerous, although early
studies show some are potentially
harmful.

One example is the recent finding
that certain types of carbon nanotubes
may mimic the effect of asbestos in
causing cancer. More research is need-
ed to determine what characteristics of
nanoscale materials are most signifi-
cant with regard to determining their
effects on living organisms or on the
environment.

Although the NNI from its beginning
has included research to increase un-
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derstanding of environmental and safe-
ty aspects of nanotechnology, it has
not yet put in place a well-designed,
adequately funded and an effectively
executed research program in this area.
The environmental and safety compo-
nent of NNI must be improved by
quickly developing a research plan and
implementation strategy that specifies
near-term and long-term goals, sets
milestones and timeframes for meeting
near-term goals, clarifies agencies’
roles in implementing the plan, and al-
locates sufficient resources to accom-
plish those goals.

This is the first essential step for the
development of nanotechnology to en-
sure that sound science guides the for-
mation of regulatory rules and require-
ments. It will reduce the current un-
certainty that inhibits commercial de-
velopment of nanotechnology and will
provide a sound basis for future rule-
making.

H.R. 5940 addresses risk reduction re-
search by requiring that the NNI agen-
cies develop a plan for the environ-
mental and safety research component
of the program, as well as a roadmap to
implementing it. This plan must in-
clude explicit near-term and long-term
goals, specify the funding required to
reach these goals, and identify the role
of each participating agency.

The bill also assigns responsibility to
a senior official at the Office of Science
and Technology Policy at the White
House to oversee this planning and im-
plementation process and to ensure the
agencies allocate the resources nec-
essary to carry it out.

Finally, the bill requires account-
ability by establishing a publicly ac-
cessible database containing informa-
tion on the content and funding for
each environmental health and safety
research project supported by the NNI.

Another key component of H.R. 5940 1
want to highlight involves provisions
to help capture the economic benefits
of nanotechnology.
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Too often, the U.S. has led in the
basic research on the frontiers of
science and technology, but has failed
to capitalize on commercial develop-
ment flowing from these new discov-
eries.

The NNI has so far invested approxi-
mately $7 billion over 7 years in basic
research that is providing new tools for
manipulation of matter at the
nanoscale and is increasing our under-
standing of the behavior of engineered
nanoscale materials and devices. In-
creased consideration should be given
to ways to foster the transfer of new
discoveries to commercial products and
processes. To that end, H.R. 5940 in-
cludes provisions to encourage use of
nanotechnology research facilities by
companies for prototyping and proof of
concept studies and it specifies steps
for increasing the number of nanotech-
nology-related projects supported
under the Small Business Innovation
Research initiative and by the Tech-
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nology Innovation Program,
lished under the COMPETES Act.

To increase the relevancy and value
of NNI, the bill also authorizes large-
scale, focused, multi-agency research
and development initiatives in areas of
national need. This approach will ad-
vance the development of promising re-
search discoveries for demonstrating
technical solutions in targeted areas,
which will contribute to economic
competitiveness and other social bene-
fits. For example, such efforts could be
organized around the development and
replacement of silicone-based transis-
tors, developing new nanotechnology-
based devices for harvesting solar en-
ergy, and nanoscale sensors for detect-
ing cancer.

Finally, I want to highlight some
provisions of the bill that address an-
other key issue, future STEM work-
force needs. The Nation needs a full
pipeline of talented engineers, sci-
entists and technicians and a scientif-
ically literate public able to exploit
and understand this new science.

One provision of H.R. 5940 builds on
the National Science Foundation’s
Math and Science Partnership Program
to use nanotechnology education ac-
tivities as a vehicle to raise the inter-
est of secondary students in possible
STEM careers. A key component of
these new partnerships is involvement
by the nanotechnology companies in
offering hands-on learning opportuni-
ties at their facilities for students and
teachers.

Another educational provision sup-
ports the development of under-
graduate courses of study in nanotech-
nology fields. This will help prepare fu-
ture technicians, scientists and engi-
neers who will be needed to meet the
demands of industry as nanotechnology

estab-

commercialization continues to ex-
pand.
Mr. Speaker, nanotechnology will

soon touch the lives of all Americans.
It is already in our cell phones, cos-
metics, paints and clothing. It will
soon help to protect the lives of our po-
lice officers and military servicemen,
and is showing promise in the treat-
ment of cancer and promoting wound
healing. There is no doubt that the po-
tential of this technology is great. The
bill before us today goes a long way to-
ward ensuring that nanotechnology is
developed in a safe and environ-
mentally benign way, and that the Na-
tion reaps the benefits of our research
investment.

H.R. 5940 has the support of many
business and professional associations,
including the Semiconductor Industry
Association, the NanoBusiness Alli-
ance, the American Chemical Society,
the American Physical Society, SEMI
North America, the National Chem-
istry Council, the American Elec-
tronics Association, the Association of
Science-Technology Centers, IEEE-
USA, Materials Research Society,
Semiconductor Research Corporation,
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the National Science Teachers Associa-
tion, American Psychological Associa-
tion, the American Institute for Med-
ical and Biological Engineering, Texas
Instruments, IBM and Applied Mate-
rials, among just a few.

These organizations, like my col-
leagues on the Science and Technology
Committee, recognize that H.R. 5940
will enhance America’s efforts in nano-
technology research and development
and will help bring its many benefits to
the public.

Mr. Speaker, I commend this bipar-
tisan legislation to my colleagues and
urge their support for its passage in
this House.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HALL) will control the time.

There was no objection.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
rise in support of H.R. 5940, the Na-
tional Nanotechnology Initiative
Amendments Act of 2008, and I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I control time for what
we call the opposition for the legisla-
tion here today, but I guess that is just
a mere technicality, because I am
pleased to join Chairman GORDON as
well as an overwhelming majority of
our committee members on both sides
of the aisle as an original cosponsor of
H.R. 5940, the National Nanotechnology
Initiative Amendments Act of 2008.

The initiative was first named in the
2001 budget request and made a priority
by President Bush. We codified it in
2003, and I was pleased to cosponsor
that measure as well then. Now we
have taken an already good statute and
improved it just a bit, and streamlined
some administrative issues to ensure
that areas such as nanomanufacturing,
education and environmental health
and safety are adequately recognized.

It is mind-boggling to realize that
the piece of paper that I am reading
from is 100,000 nanometers thick.
100,000 nanometers. The fact that our
scientists and engineers can create and
manipulate matter on that small of a
scale to be used in electronics, bio-
medical, pharmaceutical, cosmetic, en-
ergy, catalytic, and materials applica-
tions is amazing and the kind of re-
search and technology that makes the
United States the leader in this inno-
vation. It is important that we con-
tinue to make this area of research a
national priority.

Certainly, just as an example, look at
how nanotechnology has been used to
create clean, secure and affordable en-
ergy. With gas prices averaging $4 a
gallon, when was the last time we
heard ‘“‘affordable energy’’?

Nanotechnology research is currently
taking place to improve the perform-
ance or increase the efficiency of re-
newable energy systems, such as solar
energy conversion, wind energy, bio-
mass power for utility applications, hy-
drogen production and storage for
transportation, including the develop-
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ment of fuel cell technology, and geo-
thermal energy. Nanofilms for windows
are being developed for home use to
promote energy efficiency. Nanotech-
nology is being used to improve bat-
teries and create solid state lighting
and low powered displays. The list and
potential at this time are absolutely
endless.

So I encourage my colleagues to sup-
port this measure. This has been a bi-
partisan effort from the beginning, and
while we have made some changes to
the program, I believe that, by and
large, we continue to give the NNI and
all the Federal agencies involved with
this the flexibility that they absolutely
need to do their work without being
overly prescriptive.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, first let me concur with the
remarks of my ranking member, Mr.
HALL. This has been a good, bipartisan,
collaborative effort, and I thank him
and his staff for all their work.

I yield 4 minutes to the vice chair-
man of the Science and Technology
Committee, the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. LIPINSKI).

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise in support of H.R. 5940, legislation
reauthorizing the National Nanotech-
nology Initiative known as the NNI. I
want to congratulate Chairman GOR-
DON and Ranking Member HALL for
their hard work in crafting this legisla-
tion. I also want to acknowledge all
the members of the Science and Tech-
nology Committee on both sides of the
aisle for their contributions to this bill
and for helping to move it expedi-
tiously and unanimously through the
committee.

Nanotechnology, or the science and
technology of building devices from
single atoms and molecules, soon will
impact nearly every sector of our econ-
omy. In just 6 years, the global market
for nanoscale materials and products is
expected to reach $2.6 trillion and to be
incorporated into 15 percent of global
manufacturing output. I firmly believe
that nanotech represents one of the
most important, if not the most impor-
tant, technological keys to improving
our Nation’s future economic growth
and improving our way of life, from
medical applications, to green
nanoenergy, to nanoelectronics, which
will be critical as we reach the limits
of current materials.

The NNI has been effective in sup-
porting productive, cooperative re-
search efforts across a wide spectrum
of disciplines. The initiative has estab-
lished a network of state-of-the-art na-
tional facilities that are conducting
groundbreaking work in nanoscale re-
search and development. These centers
have helped the U.S. maintain a strong
presence in the development and ex-
pansion of nanotechnology, which has
been vital to economic development
and essential to the creation of innova-
tive jobs, leading to a stronger and
more competitive America. The com-
mittee stated in the bill’s report lan-
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guage the need to expand the current
centers that we have as necessary to
meet future research needs.

I am proud that my home State of I1-
linois is one of the leaders in nanotech-
nology research. Illinois boasts two na-
tional labs. It is home to numerous
cutting-edge businesses and some of
the Nation’s preeminent research uni-
versities, such as my alma mater,
Northwestern University, and the Uni-
versity of Illinois, which are con-
ducting groundbreaking work in this
field.

To keep the U.S. ahead of other na-
tions, who are now making substantial
investments in nanotech, this reau-
thorization makes three significant ad-
justments, as mentioned by the chair-
man.

First, it strengthens the planning
and implementation of research on the
environmental, health and safety as-
pects of nanotech. Not only is public
safety paramount in its own right, but
public confidence in these new tech-
nologies is also necessary for the suc-
cess of nanotech industries.

Second, this bill requires the NNI to
place increased emphasis on tech-
nology transfer; that is, moving basic
research results out of the lab and into
commercial products, materials and
devices. From my own experiences in
Illinois with our national labs and re-
search universities, I understand that
technology transfer is not simple, but
it is critical to ensuring that R&D in-
vestments serve the public.

Third, H.R. 5940 creates a new nano-
technology education program to at-
tract secondary school students to
science and technology studies to help
prepare the nanotech workforce of the
future. As a former teacher, I under-
stand the importance of education in
promoting not only the success of indi-
vidual Americans, but also promoting
the success of American innovation
such as nanotechnology.

Mr. Speaker, as nanotechnology
moves from a multibillion to a multi-
trillion-dollar industry, there is great
promise in store, but it is critical that
we do all we can to ensure that Amer-
ica leads the way in nanotech innova-
tion. H.R. 5940 will keep the U.S. in a
position to drive the development of
nanotechnology and go a long way to-
wards ensuring that America reaps the
benefits of our research investment.

I urge my colleagues to support pas-
sage of H.R. 5940.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT), the pre-
vious Energy Subcommittee Chair.

Mrs. BIGGERT. I thank the ranking
member, the gentleman from Texas,
for yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, as an original cosponsor
of H.R. 5940, I rise to express my con-
tinued support for the bill that we are
considering here today.

Most Americans learn in grade school
and high school that atoms are build-
ing blocks of nature. In the years since
I was in school, incredible machines
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have allowed us to even see every one
of these atoms. But now, thanks to the
National Nanotechnology Initiative, or
NNI, we have developed and continue
to develop the tools, equipment and ex-
pertise to manipulate those atoms and
build new materials and new machines,
one molecule at a time.

First established in 2001 and later au-
thorized in statute in 2003, the NNI has
by all accounts succeeded at coordi-
nating nanotechnology research and
development across many Federal
agencies to the benefit of our national
competitiveness. According to a recent
review of the program by the Presi-
dent’s Council of Advisers on Science
and Technology, PCAST, the United
States has been and remains the recog-
nized leader in nanotechnology R&D.
But the Council rightly pointed out
that the European Union and China are
gaining ground on us. That is why I am
pleased that we are building on the
success of NNI by passing H.R. 5940
today.

Thanks to the NNI, the U.S. has an
extensive network of nanoscale science
research centers. Five of those centers
are operated and maintained by the De-
partment of Energy’s Office of Science.
One of those DOE centers, the Center
for Nanoscale Materials, is located in
my district at Argonne National Lab-
oratory.

In its first year of operation, Ar-
gonne’s Center for Nanoscale Materials
hosted over 100 scientists and engineers
engaged in nanotech research from
across the country and around the
world, giving them access to the most
powerful x-ray device in the Western
Hemisphere at the Advanced Photon
Source at Argonne.
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As Americans face ever rising gaso-
line and energy prices, we are fortu-
nate that Congress and the President
had the foresight to invest in the
DOE’s nanoscience centers. Because of
our Federal investment in years past,
scientists and engineers are already
hard at work manipulating atoms to
create new, lighter, stronger materials
for wind turbines, improved lubricants
for gear boxes, and better wiring for
generators, all of which will improve
the efficiency of wind power. DOE sci-
entists are also using nanotechnology
to make more durable and efficient
solar cells, catalysts for the direct con-
version of light energy to hydrogen,
new materials for lighter, more power-
ful, longer lasting batteries that will
improve energy storage and bring the
plug-in hybrid car to market more
quickly. Thanks to nanotechnology,
progress is being made on advanced en-
ergy technologies that will reduce our
reliance on foreign oil and gas.

But to continue making progress,
Congress must provide adequate fund-
ing for these critical facilities and re-
search efforts. Unfortunately, because
the fiscal year 2008 omnibus bill essen-
tially flat funded the basic energy
science program, the DOE had no
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choice but to reduce the run time of
scientific user facilities like the ad-
vanced photon source by 20 percent.
Without a doubt, this will impact the
work at the Center for Nanoscale Mate-
rials which relies on the APS.

I remain hopeful that the fiscal year
2008 supplemental working its way
through Congress now will include ad-
ditional funding for these important fa-
cilities and research efforts of the DOE.
With that in mind, Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to support the National

Nanotechnology Initiative Amend-
ments Act.
Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.

Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the chair-
man of the Subcommittee on Tech-
nology Innovation, Mr. Wu, from Or-
egon State.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will advise the gentleman from
Tennessee that he has only 5 minutes
remaining.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Then I
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
Oregon.

Mr. WU. I thank the gentleman and
the chairman for his leadership on this
issue and for the bipartisan manner in
which this bill has come to the floor,
and rise in strong support of the Na-
tional Nanotechnology Initiative
Amendments Act of 2008. It is very,
very fitting that we are continuing ef-
forts to support nanotechnology re-
search and development given the eco-
nomic and societal benefits that we are
just beginning to realize.

Federally funded research and devel-
opment has long served an important
purpose in our economy, spurring the
creation of new services, new products,
and, most importantly, new jobs. The
new products and technologies that are
often the byproducts of basic research
enhance our daily lives in many, many
ways. It is estimated that the fruits of
nanotechnology research will have a
multi-trillion dollar impact on our
economy within the next several years.

The bill before us today provides the
seed corn for an industry that will be a
crucial part of our future economic
success and competitiveness. My home
State of Oregon is a leader in nano-
technology. The Oregon Nanoscience
and Microtechnologies Institute,
ONAMI, is a public-private partnership
that supports academic research and
technology transfer of nanoscience. Re-
search supported by ONAMI has al-
ready yielded companies that are de-
veloping a low-cost method of remov-
ing heavy metals to purify water, new
manufacturing technologies, and a sys-
tem to allow patients with kidney dis-
ease to undergo dialysis at home. Con-
tinued support of nanotechnology re-
search allow these and other break-
through technologies to come to mar-
ket.

I want to cite a couple specific key
provisions, including provisions relat-
ing to green mnanotechnologies and
those that encourage the commer-
cialization of nanotechnology research.

Several institutions in the State of
Oregon have been leaders in green
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nanotechnology research. These funds
will help these universities and others
explore ways to create environ-
mentally friendly or at least benign
nanotechnology products. And this is
very, very crucial to acceptance of
nanotech.

In addition, there are provisions in
this bill that encourage other Federal
programs to support commercializa-
tion of nanotechnology research to
help turn research insights into tan-
gible useful results. Congress has al-
ready passed legislation to support pro-
grams that advance our innovation
agenda, and it is fitting that nanotech-
nology would be funded by these pro-
grams. The relevant programs include
the Technology Innovation Program,
or TIP, which provides grants to com-
panies and universities conducting
high-risk, high reward research, and
the Small Business Innovative Re-
search and Small Business Technology
Transfer programs, which provide
funds to small high-tech firms con-
ducting innovative research that is rel-
evant to Federal agencies’ missions
and that may have significant commer-
cialization potential.

Again, I want to commend Chairman
GORDON and the ranking member for
drafting a strong bipartisan bill, and
urge my colleagues to support this leg-
islation.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
GINGREY) 5 minutes.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of H.R. 5940, the Na-
tional Nanotechnology Initiative
Amendments Act of 2008.

Nanotechnology represents the fu-
ture of science and information tech-
nology. These scientific methods have
already been responsible for a number
of products that are used every day in
our country, like car parts, cosmetics,
and first aid dressings.

The future of nanotechnology holds a
world of possibilities for a number of
fields including health care, which, Mr.
Speaker, is incredibly important to me
as a physician member of this House.

The National Nanotechnology Initia-
tive is a multi-agency Federal program
aimed at accelerating the discovery,
the development, and deployment of
nanometer scale science, engineering,
and technology. Since its implementa-
tion in 2003, NNI represents the Federal
Government’s commitment to har-
nessing and developing the world’s
most cutting edge technology to help
keep our country competitive in a
technologically based global economy.
H.R. 5940 is a bill that builds on the
successful aspects of the NNI by mak-
ing some improvements and modifica-
tions while keeping much of the initia-
tive intact. This legislation acknowl-
edges and addresses the need for en-
hanced research and education in the
field of nanotechnology, and it is in
line with President Bush’s American
Competitiveness Initiative.

Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased that
this legislation moved through the
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Science and Technology Committee in
a bipartisan manner so typical of our
members. Unfortunately, that bipar-
tisan spirit does not apply to the most
important issue facing the American
people today, and that is the price they
are paying at the pump for gasoline.

Mr. Speaker, here we are 16 months
after the vaunted promise of a com-
monsense plan to reduce energy prices
by Speaker PELOSI, yet gas prices are
now surpassing $4 a gallon with no end
in sight. At this point, I am not hold-
ing my breath for this commonsense
plan Speaker PELOSI promised over 2
years ago. I only know the result of the
plan, an increase of $1.60 per gallon for
regular gasoline. However, Mr. Speak-
er, I do hope that Democrats will begin
working with Republicans much like
they did on this bill, H.R. 5940, on our
common sense plan for energy.

The Republican proposal, H.R. 3089,
the No More Excuses Energy Act spon-
sored by my good friend Mr. THORN-
BERRY of Texas, will allow us to explore
domestic sources of energy and will re-
duce the amount that we all pay at the
pump. It is time for the Democrats to
get serious about reducing gas prices. I
call on them to join the efforts of
House Republicans. Let’s enact real so-
lutions that will provide relief for our
taxpayers.

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I am very
supportive of H.R. 5940 and the possi-
bility that nanotechnology has for the
future of science. I urge all my col-
leagues to support its passage.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
how much time do I have remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas has 9% minutes re-
maining.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. SHIMKUS) 5 minutes.

(Mr. SHIMKUS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I come
in support of this legislation, and have
come to learn that this nanotechnol-
ogy has great opportunities to help us
in the whole energy debate. I think
nanotechnology can help in the solar
powered cells. I understand that nano-
technology might be able to help tak-
ing light energy and turning it into hy-
drogen, which is important. It can be
very important in addressing the long-
lasting battery issue debate which will
move us to plug-in hybrids sometime in
the future, which we all realize is an
important aspect of what we need to do
to get to energy independence. And,
green nanoenergy, which is important
in this whole climate debate.

I also hope that nanotechnology can
address some of the other pressing sci-
entific needs: The issue of maybe re-
processing nuclear spent fuel. Maybe
taking the carbon dioxide and splitting
the carbon from the oxygen and ad-
dressing the climate change so we can
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use fossil fuels in a process that is
going to be helpful.

But we are still in the Buck Rogers
era. We need to move in that direction.
The question is, what are we going to
do now? The question is, at this time,
in this debate, what are we really going
to do to immediately affect the high
cost of energy on our constituents? I
have been on this floor quite a bit, as
we all know, debating this. I have
heard my colleagues on the other side,
and I am softening my rhetoric out of
respect for my friends and I have actu-
ally changed some of my charts to ad-
dress issues raised in the debate.

So what is the primary problem that
we have today? The problem we have is
the escalation of crude oil prices in
this country, from $23 when this ad-
ministration came into the office, to
$68 when the new majority came into
the House, to $123 today.

Now I am not trying to be partisan, I
am just trying to be factual. That is
what has happened to the barrel of
crude oil prices and what has happened
to the cost of gasoline. Well, it has
gone up similarly in this response. So
the question is, how do we address this
problem if we believe in economics 101
and supply and demand?

One way we could do it is opening the
Outer Continental Shelf to oil and gas
exploration. We have legislatively put
off-limits through the appropriation
process a prohibition, in some areas
not to even do research to see if there
is any natural gas or oil there, but we
have said ‘‘no” to all these areas in
red, that we are telling our public we
do not want to look for oil and gas on
the Outer Continental Shelf deep sea
floor exploration 50 miles off the coast.
We are saying ‘‘no.”

Our debate is pretty simple. At a
time of high costs of a barrel of crude
oil, $123.85 a barrel, how can we not?
How can we not go and look for our
own resources? What we want, what we
are asking for is American-made en-
ergy, American-made energy to de-
crease our reliance on imported crude
oil in places that are not stable, in the
Middle East, in Venezuela, that are
holding us captive. We know there are
resources there.

Let me talk about another great op-
portunity that we have. In Illinois, the
Illinois coal basin is basically the
whole geography of the State of Illi-
nois, and of course the chairman knows
a lot and is very supportive of coal use
in America. It also is Western Ken-
tucky and the southwestern part of In-
diana. We have as much coal in energy
output as Saudi Arabia has oil just in
the Illinois coal basin. So the question
is, why aren’t we using it to decrease
our reliance on imported crude oil?
Why aren’t we using coal in turning it
into liquid fuel? Look at the benefits
we have of coal fields: American made
energy. A coal field in America, Amer-
ican jobs mining that coal, American
jobs to build the coal to liquid refinery.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.
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Mr. HALL of Texas. I yield the gen-
tleman 3 additional minutes.

Mr. SHIMKUS. I thank the gen-
tleman.

American jobs to build the pipeline.
American jobs to operate our aviation
industry. In fact, this plane here is a
fighter plane, because the TUnited
States Air Force is the number one
purchaser of aviation fuel in the world.
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For every dollar increase in a barrel
of crude oil, you know what it costs
our Air Force? $60 million. That’s $60
million that doesn’t go to training.
That’s $60 million that doesn’t go to
equipping. That’s $60 million that
doesn’t help in meeting the budgetary
demands.

Let me just finish on this point. Let’s
assume we access these and we have oil
and gas. Or let’s assume we’re in
ANWR and we’re getting the oil and
gas and we’re getting the royalties. At
today’s prices, do you know how much
money would come to the Federal
Treasury at today’s prices from
ANWR? $192 billion. Do you think that
would help the nanotechnology budget?
I think it would help extremely. Move
us from a decrease in our reliance on
imported crude oil, American-made en-
ergy, new science and technology,
green power; and that’s kind of what
this debate is all about.

Mr. WU. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHIMKUS. I would be happy to
yield to my friend from Oregon.

Mr. WU. Just as my friend from Illi-
nois has modified his presentation in
light of current reality, I will not, un-
less necessary, reprise the reason for
the difference between a $60 barrel of
oil and a $120 barrel of oil, which is the
war in Iraq, rank speculation by people
who can’t take delivery of the oil, and
low, cheap currency doctrine by this
administration that has imported in-
flation and increased oil prices.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Reclaiming my time.
But all those issues that you addressed,
if we had American-made energy, if we
weren’t relying on imported crude oil,
you know, why does the cheap dollar
affect our price? Because we’re buying
crude oil overseas. If we were pro-
ducing our own crude oil in our coun-
try, the dollar wouldn’t matter.

The speculators, you know the specu-
lators. What are they betting? I love
this debate. They are betting that
we’re going to do nothing.

You want to go after the speculators?
Bring on more supply. They’re betting
that this barrel is going to go up, not

go down.
Mr. WU. If the gentleman would
yield.

Mr. SHIMKUS. I would be happy to.

Mr. WU. Speculators do bet on that.
Bubbles also occur in markets now. A
witness to the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee said we have 4 percent of the
proven oil reserves. And yet the Repub-
lican response is, drill that 4 percent; it
will solve our problems. We have 4 per-
cent of the world’s oil reserves. Drill



June 4, 2008

the reserve and that will solve our
problems. The numbers are the num-
bers.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Let me reclaim my
time, and just go over, since 1994 and
talk about this debate.

In ANWR, which Clinton vetoed in
1995, we would have that oil today.
House Republicans support ANWR 91
percent of the time on votes. House
Democrats 86 oppose. Clear difference.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
how much time do I have, if any?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 1%2 minutes.

Mr. HALL of Texas. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 45 seconds to the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO).

Mr. DEFAZIO. Drilling permits are
up by two times in the last 5 years. But
the price of gas is up by two times in
the last 5 years. More permits do not
bring lower prices. 10,000 more permits
than wells since 2004. 92 million acres
of onshore and offshore land currently
under lease, but 67 million acres, over
70 percent, has not been developed by
the oil and gas companies. They have a
lot to work with. They’re not doing it.
80 percent of the oil and gas still in the
OCS is where there is no moratorium.

Now, I don’t know why the gen-
tleman, during the nanotechnology de-
bate, nanotechnology which needs to
be advanced by this country so we at
least don’t lose one more promising fu-
ture technology, is bringing up this
issue, unless he’s talking about little
tiny drill bits that would have less en-
vironmental impact.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to Mr. SHIMKUS, the gentleman
from Illinois, 1 minute.

(Mr. SHIMKUS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SHIMKUS. I want to thank the
chairman for the time. With a minute
left, I may not be able to yield to you,
David. I would be happy to most times.

This is the problem. $23 to $58 to $123.
You only address that by bringing on
more supply. We have oil and gas in the
Outer Continental Shelf, and we need
to be there.

I've got margin oil wells. I've got oil
all over the State of Illinois. Do you
know why we don’t drill on every acre?
Because you’re not going to find oil on
every acre.

Why are leases not put out? Because
there may not be oil there. In fact, on
the Outer Continental Shelf on the At-
lantic coast we won’t even inventory
it. Last Congress we said no to inven-
tory what we might have on the East-
ern Seaboard.

All T want to do is bring down crude
oil prices. The only way you do it is
bringing on more supply. It’s clear
from the votes over the past 12 years,
Republicans want to bring on more
supply. Democrats, the vast majority
of them, do not. All we’re asking is
that we have some that want to do
that.
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Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. I reserve
my time if the gentleman from Texas
has any time left that he wants to con-
clude.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas has half a minute.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, once again I want to thank
the majority and minority members of
the Science and Technology Com-
mittee for working together on this
collaborative good effort.

To my friend, my passionate friend
from Illinois, let me say, just as he
knows that you can’t turn an oil tank-
er around on a dime, the fact of the
matter is that we can’t overturn the 4
or 8 years previous nearsighted policy
on a dime either. But rather than point
fingers and trying to be a partisan de-
bate here, we can work together and
make some changes.

This nanotechnology bill is one more
effort in helping to provide American
technology for domestic production of
energies of all sorts, the energies of the
future, the jobs that come with that.

Mr. HONDA. Madam Speaker, | rise today
in support of H.R. 5940, the National
Nanotechnology Initiative Amendments Act.

| commend Chairman BART GORDON and
the other members of the Science and Tech-
nology Committee, on which | am proud to
have once served, for the hard work and
thoughtful consideration that went into this bill.
| am pleased that this bill includes numerous
provisions that | originally proposed in my own
legislation, the Nanotechnology Advancement
and New Opportunities, NANO, Act, H.R.
3235.

Nanotechnology has the potential to create
entirely new industries and radically transform
the basis of competition in other fields, and |
am proud of my work with former Science
Committee Chairman Sherwood Boehlert on
the Nanotechnology Research and Develop-
ment Act of 2003 to foster research in this
area.

But one of the things policymakers have
heard from experts is that while the United
States is a leader in nanotechnology research,
our foreign competitors are focusing more re-
sources and effort on the commercialization of
those research results than we are.

Both H.R. 5940 and my own bill would focus
America’s nanotechnology research and de-
velopment programs on areas of national need
such as energy, health care, and the environ-
ment, and have provisions to help assist in the
commercialization of nanotechnology.

In recent months, there has been much dis-
cussion about potential health and safety risks
associated with nanotechnology. Uncertainty is
one of the major obstacles to the commer-
cialization of nanotechnology—uncertainty
about what the risks might be and uncertainty
about how the Federal Government might reg-
ulate nanotechnology in the future. Both my
bill and H.R. 5940 require the development of
a nanotechnology research plan that will en-
sure the development and responsible stew-
ardship of nanotechnology.

Other important areas that are addressed by
both H.R. 5940 and H.R. 3235 include: the de-
velopment of curriculum tools to help improve
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nanotechnology education; the establishment
of educational partnerships to help prepare
students to pursue postsecondary education in
nanotechnology; support for the development
of environmentally beneficial nanotechnology;
and the development of advanced tools for
simulation and characterization to enable rapid
prediction, characterization and monitoring for
nanoscale manufacturing.

| am also pleased that H.R. 5940 will re-
quire that the NNI Advisory Panel must be a
stand-alone advisory committee. This is a con-
cept, | originally proposed in 2002 in the
Nanoscience and Nanotechnology Advisory
Board Act, H.R. 5669 in the 107th Congress.

| would like to thank the members of the
Blue Ribbon Task Force on Nanotechnology,
BRTFN, a panel of California nanotechnology
experts with backgrounds in established indus-
try, startup companies, consulting groups,
nonprofits, academia, government, medical re-
search, and venture capital that | convened
with then-California State Controller Steve
Westly during 2005, for the important rec-
ommendations included in its report, Thinking
Big About Thinking Small, many of which are
reflected in the bill we are considering today.
| would also like to thank Scott Hubbard, who
was the director of the NASA Ames Research
Center at that time and who served as work-
ing chair of the BRTFN, and all of the staff at
Ames whose hard work made the task force
run so well and helped produce a great report.
The report is available on my website at http://
honda.house.gov/issues/links/brtfn_report_
final.pdf.

Again, | congratulate the Science and Tech-
nology Committee and Chairman GORDON for
their work on this bill and thank them for incor-
porating so many of the provisions from my
bill into H.R. 5940, and | urge my colleagues
to support this important legislation to reau-
thorize the Nation’s nanotechnology research
and development program.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time, and suggest we pass this very
good bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
GORDON) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5940, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———

SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING
SCIENCE EDUCATION

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend
the rules and agree to the concurrent
resolution (H. Con. Res. 366) expressing
the sense of Congress that increasing
American capabilities in science,
mathematics, and technology edu-
cation should be a national priority.
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The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 366

Whereas the economic competitiveness of
the Nation depends on strong science, math-
ematics, and technology capabilities
throughout the workforce;

Whereas the need for improvement in edu-
cation is acute in the areas of science, math-
ematics, and technology;

Whereas our national competitiveness
strategy must include the goals of—

(1) ensuring that all young persons achieve
a level of technological literacy adequate to
prepare them for the demands of a scientific
and technologically oriented society; and

(2) fulfilling the need for a deep pool of tal-
ented American leaders in science and tech-
nological research and development;

Whereas numerous research reports indi-
cate the Nation is not achieving these goals;

Whereas the most recent United States Na-
tional Assessment of Educational Progress
reveals that a majority of those 17 years of
age are poorly equipped for informed citizen-
ship and productive performance in the
workplace;

Whereas by 2016, 35.4 percent of our work-
force will be comprised of minority workers,
and 46.6 percent will be women; and

Whereas women and minorities continue to
be underserved by and underrepresented in
science and mathematics: Now, therefore, be
it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That it is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) this Nation should dedicate its re-
sources to the development of a broad pool of
citizens who are functionally literate in
science, mathematics, and technology;

(2) a national science education policy in
the coming decade should address the crucial
need areas of—

(A) substantially increasing science schol-
arships and providing adequate financial re-
sources to permit students from underrep-
resented populations to study science, math-
ematics, and technology; and

(B) actively involving National Science
Foundation involvement in curriculum de-
velopment with strong emphasis on rein-
forcing science and mathematics concepts at
each grade level; and

(3) this national challenge can be met
through strong leadership from the White
House Office of Science and Technology Pol-
icy; other Federal, State, and local govern-
ments; and with long-term commitments
from the civic, business, and engineering
communities.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON)
and the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
HALL) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that all Members may have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks and to include extra-
neous materials on House Concurrent
Resolution 366 now under consider-
ation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Texas?

There was no objection.
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Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such
time as I might consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of
House Concurrent Resolution 366, ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that in-
creasing American capabilities in
science, math and technology edu-
cation should be a national priority.
Our Nation’s youth are key to our Na-
tion’s future prosperity.

And I have schools in my district
that are ranking very high; 1, 2, 3 and
4. They’ve been 1 and 2 and now they’re
2 and 4. That’s called the Townview
Gifted and Talented school, ranked sec-
ond in the Nation; was considered the
best public school last year in the na-
tion. And the Science and Engineer
Magnet was ranked fourth this year,
and it was number 2 last year by News-
week magazine.

Townview’s School of Talented and
Gifted was always ranked among the
best high schools in America, and this
year, by the U.S. News and World Re-
port.

In support from the high tech indus-
try such as Texas Instruments in Dal-
las, as well as other local generous in-
vestors which have been critical to set-
ting up the schools for the students’
success. Unfortunately, few schools
demonstrate the educational excel-
lence of Townview, not even any more
in Dallas. Congress must incentivize
investments at the local level to help
improve the quality of public edu-
cation.

The UTeach Program, which started
in Texas and headquartered at the Uni-
versity of Texas in Austin, is a terrific
education program that places en-
gaged, highly trained teachers in the
classroom. These educators, in turn,
inspire their students. Young people
are learning that math and science are
fun. They’re learning that these sub-
jects are important, and that they can
lead to fulfilling and profitable careers.

UTeach is funded partially by gen-
erous investments from the private
sector which needs these people for fu-
ture employment. So we consider it an
investment for them.

UTeach has tracked the success of its
educational model, and it is trans-
forming the quality of math and
science education in schools that it
touches. Demonstrated methods of suc-
cess must be supported and expanded,
and this is critical for our Nation.

Tomorrow’s high-tech jobs will re-
quire a skilled workforce. Today’s stu-
dents are not being adequately pre-
pared for these jobs, and it is my fear
that businesses will increasingly look
toward China, Taiwan, Japan and India
for their workforce needs. Those na-
tions are investing a greater percent-
age of their gross national product on
the education of scientists, mathemati-
cians and engineers. They’re producing
a large workforce of bright, young, tal-
ented individuals who work for less
money than our citizens will. American
companies are already hiring them.
And the only solution is to produce a
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better prepared work force. The root of
that preparation is education. And it is
too serious and too important not to
give the utmost attention.

Mr. Speaker, I wish that every school
could get the support and perform as
well as Townview does. But my resolu-
tion expresses a sense of Congress that
we must make education a much high-
er national priority.

A couple of years ago there was a
publication by the National Academies
of Science and Medicine and the Na-
tional Science Foundation entitled the
Rising Tide Before the Gathering
Storm. Well, the gathering storm of
international competition is already
here, and so we must reform our public
education policies, provide greater
challenges to our students and give
young people the tools and opportuni-
ties that they need to succeed. Our
economy in this country depends on
this; and we start with well-prepared
teachers.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today in support of House Concur-
rent Resolution 366. This resolution ex-
presses the sense of Congress that in-
creasing American capabilities in
science and mathematics and tech-
nology education should be a national
priority, and I couldn’t agree more. I
gladly support the gentlelady from
Texas’s resolution.

The Science Committee recognized a
few years ago that this Nation needed
to make American capabilities in
STEM education a priority. Our cur-
rent chairman, Mr. GORDON, along with
then-Chairman Sherry Boehlert re-
quested the report that was to become
the ‘“‘Rising Above the Gathering
Storm’ report to which we have so
often referred in this Congress. As a re-
sult of this report, the President came
out with his American Competitive Ini-
tiative; and this Congress passed, and
the President signed, the America
COMPETES Act, which specifically ad-
dresses the concerns raised in this reso-
lution.

In COMPETES, we’re dedicating re-
sources to create a broad pool of citi-
zens who are literate in STEM subjects
and we are increasing science scholar-
ships and providing financial resources
to attract underrepresented popu-
lations to STEM fields. Likewise, NSF
is funding tremendous STEM education
curriculum work in all grades, and
OSTP and other Federal agencies, like
the Department of Education, are pro-
viding strong leadership as appropriate
at the Federal level.

A few weeks ago, I held a hearing in
Texarkana, Texas at the Martha and
Josh Morriss Mathematics and Engi-
neering Elementary School, a 100 per-
cent locally funded public school that
focuses on inspiring our young children
to excel in math and science at an
early age and hopefully keep them in-
terested all the way through college.
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This school is a prime example of the
kind of leadership and commitment
necessary at the local level and in-
cluded input from several groups, busi-
nesses, the academic community, and
parents.

However, there is always room for
improvement, and we should strive to
do more. In fact, it’s imperative that
we do more if we’re to remain the
world leader in innovation and tech-
nology.

I urge my colleagues to support the
resolution introduced by my good
friend, Ms. JOHNSON.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON. Mr.
Speaker, I now yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
HoLT).

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in support of this resolution and com-
mend my colleague, EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON, for introducing it and the
chairman of the Science Committee for
bringing it forward.

This resolution expresses the sense of
Congress that increasing American ca-
pabilities in science, mathematics, and
technology education should be a na-
tional priority. And I must say, I hope
Members on the other side of this aisle
will avoid distracting us with red her-
rings across the trail and debating
other diverting matters such as drill-
ing and digging in the United States
and stick to this topic which is of crit-
ical importance.

Since first coming to Congress al-
most a decade ago, I stressed the need
for a new major national effort to im-
prove science, mathematics, and tech-
nology education. I'm a product of the
science revolution in the United States
that occurred following the launch of
Sputnik in 1957. And today, as this res-
olution notes, we must recommit our-
selves to creating a new generation of
scientists, engineers, and mathemati-
cians, and just as important, indeed
more important, we need to build a
general public that is literate and com-
fortable with science, math, tech-
nology.

I would ask at this point to include
in the RECORD a copy of a recent op-ed
essay entitled ‘“‘Put a Little Science in
Your Life”’” by Brian Greene, professor
of physics at Columbia and author of
The Elegant Universe. He discusses the
importance of science in everyone’s
lives, not just scientists.

[From the New York Times, June 1, 2008]

PUT A LITTLE SCIENCE IN YOUR LIFE
(By Brian Greene)

A couple of years ago I received a letter
from an American soldier in Iraq. The letter
began by saying that, as we’ve all become
painfully aware, serving on the front lines is
physically exhausting and emotionally de-
bilitating. But the reason for his writing was
to tell me that in that hostile and lonely en-
vironment, a book I'd written had become a
kind of lifeline. As the book is about
science—one that traces physicists’ search
for nature’s deepest laws—the soldier’s letter
might strike you as, well, odd.

But it’s not. Rather, it speaks to the pow-
erful role science can play in giving life con-
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text and meaning. At the same time, the sol-
dier’s letter emphasized something I've in-
creasingly come to believe: our educational
system fails to teach science in a way that
allows students to integrate it into their
lives.

Allow me a moment to explain.

When we consider the ubiquity of
cellphones, iPods, personal computers and
the Internet, it’s easy to see how science
(and the technology to which it leads) is
woven into the fabric of our day-to-day ac-
tivities. When we benefit from CT scanners,
M.R.I. devices, pacemakers and arterial
stents, we can immediately appreciate how
science affects the quality of our lives. When
we assess the state of the world, and identify
looming challenges like climate change,
global pandemics, security threats and di-
minishing resources, we don’t hesitate in
turning to science to gauge the problems and
find solutions.

And when we look at the wealth of oppor-
tunities hovering on the horizon—stem cells,
genomic sequencing, personalized medicine,
longevity research, nanoscience, brain-ma-
chine interface, quantum computers, space
technology—we realize how crucial it is to
cultivate a general public that can engage
with scientific issues; there’s simply no
other way that as a society we will be pre-
pared to make informed decisions on a range
of issues that will shape the future.

These are the standard—and enormously
important—reasons many would give in ex-
plaining why science matters.

But here’s the thing. The reason science
really matters runs deeper still. Science is a
way of life. Science is a perspective. Science
is the process that takes us from confusion
to understanding in a manner that’s precise,
predictive and reliable—a transformation,
for those lucky enough to experience it, that
is empowering and emotional. To be able to
think through and grasp explanations—for
everything from why the sky is blue to how
life formed on earth—not because they are
declared dogma but rather because they re-
veal patterns confirmed by experiment and
observation, is one of the most precious of
human experiences.

As a practicing scientist, I know this from
my own work and study. But I also know
that you don’t have to be a scientist for
science to be transformative. I've seen chil-
dren’s eyes light up as I've told them about
black holes and the Big Bang. I've spoken
with high school dropouts who’ve stumbled
on popular science books about the human
genome project, and then returned to school
with newfound purpose. And in that letter
from Iraq, the soldier told me how learning
about relativity and quantum physics in the
dusty and dangerous environs of greater
Baghdad kept him going because it revealed
a deeper reality of which we’re all a part.

It’s striking that science is still widely
viewed as merely a subject one studies in the
classroom or an isolated body of largely eso-
teric knowledge that sometimes shows up in
the ‘“‘real” world in the form of technological
or medical advances. In reality, science is a
language of hope and inspiration, providing
discoveries that fire the imagination and in-
still a sense of connection to our lives and
our world.

If science isn’t your strong suit—and for
many it’s not—this side of science is some-
thing you may have rarely if ever experi-
enced. I've spoken with so many people over
the years whose encounters with science in
school left them thinking of it as cold, dis-
tant and intimidating. They happily use the
innovations that science makes possible, but
feel that the science itself is just not rel-
evant to their lives. What a shame.

Like a life without music, art or lit-
erature, a life without science is bereft of
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something that gives experience a rich and
otherwise inaccessible dimension.

It’s one thing to go outside on a crisp,
clear night and marvel at a sky full of stars.
It’s another to marvel not only at the spec-
tacle but to recognize that those stars are
the result of exceedingly ordered conditions
13.7 billion years ago at the moment of the
Big Bang. It’s another still to understand
how those stars act as nuclear furnaces that
supply the universe with carbon, oxygen and
nitrogen, the raw material of life as we know
it.

And it’s yet another level of experience to
realize that those stars account for less than
4 percent of what’s out there—the rest being
of an unknown composition, so-called dark
matter and energy, which researchers are
now vigorously trying to divine.

As every parent knows, children begin life
as uninhibited, unabashed explorers of the
unknown. From the time we can walk and
talk, we want to know what things are and
how they work—we begin life as little sci-
entists. But most of us quickly lose our in-
trinsic scientific passion. And it’s a profound
loss.

A great many studies have focused on this
problem, identifying important opportuni-
ties for improving science education. Rec-
ommendations have ranged from increasing
the level of training for science teachers to
curriculum reforms.

But most of these studies (and their sug-
gestions) avoid an overarching systemic
issue: in teaching our students, we contin-
ually fail to activate rich opportunities for
revealing the breathtaking vistas opened up
by science, and instead focus on the need to
gain competency with science’s underlying
technical details.

In fact, many students I've spoken to have
little sense of the big questions those tech-
nical details collectively try to answer:
Where did the universe come from? How did
life originate? How does the brain give rise
to consciousness? Like a music curriculum
that requires its students to practice scales
while rarely if ever inspiring them by play-
ing the great masterpieces, this way of
teaching science squanders the chance to
make students sit up in their chairs and say,
“Wow, that’s science?”’

In physics, just to give a sense of the raw
material that’s available to be leveraged, the
most revolutionary of advances have hap-
pened in the last 100 years—special rel-
ativity, general relativity, quantum mechan-
ics—a symphony of discoveries that changed
our conception of reality. More recently, the
last 10 years have witnessed an upheaval in
our understanding of the universe’s composi-
tion, yielding a wholly new prediction for
what the cosmos will be like in the far fu-
ture.

These are paradigm-shaking developments.
But rare is the high school class, and rarer
still is the middle school class, in which
these breakthroughs are introduced. It’s
much the same story in classes for biology,
chemistry and mathematics.

At the root of this pedagogical approach is
a firm belief in the vertical nature of
science: you must master A before moving
on to B. When A happened a few hundred
years ago, it’s a long climb to the modern
era. Certainly, when it comes to teaching the
technicalities—solving this equation, bal-
ancing that reaction, grasping the discrete
parts of the cell—the verticality of science is
unassailable.

But science is so much more than its tech-
nical details. And with careful attention to
presentation, cutting-edge insights and dis-
coveries can be clearly and faithfully com-
municated to students independent of those
details; in fact, those insights and discov-
eries are precisely the ones that can drive a
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young student to want to learn the details.
We rob science education of life when we
focus solely on results and seek to train stu-
dents to solve problems and recite facts
without a commensurate emphasis on trans-
porting them out beyond the stars.

Science is the greatest of all adventure
stories, one that’s been unfolding for thou-
sands of years as we have sought to under-
stand ourselves and our surroundings.
Science needs to be taught to the young and
communicated to the mature in a manner
that captures this drama. We must embark
on a cultural shift that places science in its
rightful place alongside music, art and lit-
erature as an indispensable part of what
makes life worth living.

It’s the birthright of every child, it’s a ne-
cessity for every adult, to look out on the
world, as the soldier in Iraq did, and see that
the wonder of the cosmos transcends every-
thing that divides us.

There is no denying that America is
losing ground and global competitive-
ness to countries that are making the
necessary investments in education
and research and development. We owe
our current economic strength, our
current national security, our current
quality of life, to the investments of
past generations.

However, the Federal Government
has failed to fund adequately research,
development, and innovation. Invest-
ment in these areas ensures that Amer-
ican people will continue to benefit
from opportunities of the rapidly grow-
ing global economy and its inherent
foundations.

In August of 2007, this body passed
into law, as my colleague from Texas
pointed out, a comprehensive competi-
tiveness package, the America COM-
PETES Act, which was based on dis-
turbing findings of the National Acad-
emies’ report, ‘“‘Rising Above the Gath-
ering Storm,” that our Nation is se-
verely underinvesting in engineering
and the physical sciences.

Unfortunately, the fiscal year 2008
budget fell short of the required goal.
Without taking a bold, different ap-
proach in this year’s appropriation
cycle, Congress will be delivering a
blow to our future economic security
and competitiveness.

I thank gentlelady for introducing
this legislation. I hope we pay heed.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. SHIMKUS) 5 minutes.

Mr. SHIMKUS. I apologize to my
friend from New Jersey because, if we
are not talking about the number one
issue in America on the floor of the
House, then what are we here for?
Science and technology is critical to
decrease our reliance on imported
crude oil. Science and technology will
bring us to a new era where we don’t
have to rely on the energy supplies of
the past. So I concur, and I support
this resolution, and I'm glad people are
debating it.

But you know what the people in
America are debating. You know it.
Everybody was home during the last 10
days. They’re talking about this, and
this is what we ought to be doing. You
mentioned in your discussion that we
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don’t have the funds. Well, if we went
into ANWR, which is the size of the
State of South Carolina and had a
drilling path that formed the size of
Dulles Airport or a football field and
put a postage stamp on that, we’ve got
the revenues. Just with the royalties
from ANWR we could fund science and
technology. In fact, we’re going to have
a resources bill on the floor that’s
going to address at least the pay-for,
which was a method to address Mr.
DEFAZIO’s issue on leases.

Mr. HOLT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHIMKUS. Yes, I will.

So we’re willing to talk about this,
but golly, if we’re not talking about
energy and the price of gasoline at the
pump, then what are we doing?

Mr. HOLT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHIMKUS. I would be happy to
yield.

Mr. HOLT. Quite simply, the reason
gasoline prices are so high today—of
course there is international specula-
tion—is there’s demand from other
countries; there’s the falling value of
the dollar. Principally, it is because, in
past decades, we failed to wean our-
selves from fossil fuels. We have failed
to make the investment in research
and development that would make that
possible. You’re talking about drilling
in Alaska.

Mr. SHIMKUS.
would yield.

Mr. HOLT. If I may continue.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Yes, you may. I'm
just going to debate.

If we had the resources from the roy-
alties on o0il and gas exploration in the
outer continental shelf or if we had the
resources from the royalties from
ANWR, we would have the money to be
able to segue into a national debate on
solar, on wind, on biotechnology, on
the nanotechnology. There is a whole
pot of money out there. A lot of people
in America think that we have no fos-
sil fuels, no energy resources left in
this country. So this is the problem. I
mean you Kkind of identified it, but
when a barrel of crude oil is $23 in Jan-
uary 2001 and in January 2006 it goes up
double and now it’s up double again,
that’s the problem.

We have to have a long-term and a
short-term strategy. Our debate is the
science and technology. That’s a long-
term debate. But what do we do about
easing the cost of the high food prices,
which is in direct correlation to energy
costs? We’re talking about schools.
What is the number one problem in
schools today? Diesel prices for school
buses has doubled. Energy costs for
heating and cooling are doubling. That
goes to the local taxpayer. So we ought
to be talking about this.

Mr. HOLT. If the gentleman would
yield.

Mr. SHIMKUS. I yield to my friend.

Mr. HOLT. It’s the wrong argument.
We are here to talk about the future
that we will get from investment in re-
search and development.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Reclaiming my time,
we want to talk about the future, but

If the gentleman
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what our constituents are talking
about is the present. There has been
more than $1.68 increase in gasoline
prices. How can we even send our kids
to the university if energy costs have
doubled? We should have both debates,
and we should not be afraid to talk
about how to get out of this problem.

Mr. HOLT. If the gentleman will
yield.

Mr. SHIMKUS. I would be happy to
yield.

Mr. HOLT. We will not get out of this
problem by doing more of the same
that we have been doing.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Reclaiming my time,
you all want to do no exploration, no
gas, no coal, no nuclear, which brings
costs up. We’re saying let’s bring on
more supply. Let’s mitigate the cost.
Let’s plan for the future. We are talk-
ing about now. We are not talking
about 30, 40 years from now. We need to
talk about that debate. Your com-
mittee is a great committee to talk
about the future, but we have got $123
a barrel of crude oil today. No nano-
technology, no recognizing science and
education is going to bring that cost
down.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to Mr. LIPIN-
SKI from Illinois.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of the resolution that
we are right now talking about on the
floor, and I want to commend my col-
league from Texas for introducing this
legislation. My constituents certainly
understand that we need to both look
at problems that are facing us right
now, today, and also we need to plan
for the future or else we wind up in sit-
uations like we’re facing today.

As vice chairman of the House
Science and Technology Committee, as
well as a former college professor and
engineer and husband of a credentialed
actuary, I became aware of the need to
invest in STEM education for young
Americans. Providing high-quality jobs
for hardworking Americans must be
our top priority. In order to accomplish
that, we must be proactive.

The necessary first step is an im-
proved STEM education in schools be-
cause an educated workforce is the
foundation for economic strength. For
generations, science and engineering
have been the base of America’s eco-
nomic growth. We were leaders in the
industrial revolution, and we initiated
the Internet age. Today, these fields
continue to have great potential for
growing our economy and employing
more Americans.

Between 1983 and 2004, the percentage
of the U.S. workforce in science and en-
gineering occupations almost doubled.
Ground-breaking discoveries in innova-
tive technologies are continually cre-
ating new industries and opportunities.
Nanotechnology, which we just dis-
cussed in the reauthorization of the
NNI, is just one of the many exciting
industries that are revolutionizing the
international economy.
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However, if we are not careful, Amer-
ica will be left behind in future techno-
logical revolutions. This fact was high-
lighted nationally when the National
Academy of Sciences released its ‘‘Ris-
ing Above the Gathering Storm’ report
which emphasized the need for the gov-
ernment to improve science, tech-
nology, engineering, and math for
STEM education. In the 110th Con-
gress, we confronted this challenge
head on by enacting the America COM-
PETES Act. But additional measures
to improve our global standing are still
needed.

The resolution before us today will
assist the United States in dedicating
its resources to the STEM field and in
promoting science education policy by
educating a broad pool of Americans in
these critically important fields. These
areas are vital to America’s economic
competitiveness, and this resolution
will help to ensure a vital future for
next generation of Americans.

Mr. Speaker, we have challenges
ahead of us, but the American people
have always succeeded in conquering
their greatest challenges. With this
resolution, we will get that and ensure
that all American students receive the
skills and knowledge required for suc-
cess in the 21st century workforce.

I urge my colleagues to support this
important resolution to plan for the fu-
ture and plan for a brighter future for
America. This resolution helps us to do
that.

O 1330

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself as much time as I may
use, subject to the amount of time I
have left. Could you tell me how much
time I have?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 122 minutes.

Mr. HALL of Texas.
Speaker.

The gentleman from New Jersey
keeps talking about doing away with
fossil fuels. You know, that’s just al-
most laughable. You do away with fos-
sil fuels today, a year from today, 2
years from today, 5 years from today,
10 years from today, turn these lights
out, cut out your air conditioners, for-
get about driving up to anywhere to
get gasoline or oil, forget about build-
ing the roads, heating and cooling, just
shut her all down, forget about it, and
forget about that 40 percent we get
from a Nation that doesn’t trust us,
Saudi Arabia, that’s all fossil fuels. We
have no control over them.

Sure, we ought to have technology to
address fossil fuels to make it cleaner,
but we’re whistling Dixie if we think
we’'re going to do away and do without
fossil fuels.

It’s easy to condemn and not trust
the oil and gas people, but without
them, we wouldn’t have the lights
we’'re using right today. We wouldn’t
have the gasoline that’s in our cars,
the money that it takes to build as-
phalt roads, and I could go on down the
list forever.

I thank the
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Where do you think 40 percent of
that comes from? Saudi Arabia. An-
other 20 percent from other Arab Na-
tions just like Saudi Arabia that don’t
trust us and we don’t trust them.
That’s what it’s all about. We can’t do
without fossil fuels. That’s foolishness.

Mr. Speaker, I think it’s high-time
that we realize that we have to work
together and seek technology to lessen
the effect of carbons and be sensible
about it, be reasonable about it, but we
can’t just shut this off and condemn
those that are producing, the men and
women in the oil industry that are pro-
ducing the lights that we share today
and cleaning the air that we have
today.

We need to keep looking for tech-
nology to make it better and cleaner,
but it’s foolish to talk about doing
away with it.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would like the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO)
to have as much time as he may con-
sume to speak on this issue.

Mr. DEFAZIO. I thank the gentlelady
for her generous grant of time.

There might be some small grounds
for agreement here. I did hear both the
gentleman from Illinois and the gen-
tleman from New Jersey, and particu-
larly the gentleman from Illinois, in
talking in support of the legislation
that’s actually before us, which does
not pertain to gas and oil prices or sup-
ply in any way, saying we needed and
he supported the idea of research, in-
vestment, and education, and moving
toward new technologies.

The gentleman from New Jersey
talked about a transition from a petro-
leum-based economy. I think there’s
some grounds, small grounds, for
agreement there.

But I guess, and I think most Amer-
ican people would agree with that, they
know we can’t, you know, drill big and
burn our way out of this problem.
We’ve got to cut our dependence to
OPEC and other foreign sources of oil,
and we’ve got to mitigate the damage
on our economy.

But then that’s where the disagree-
ment starts because mitigating the
damage to consumers today means tak-
ing some tough votes in this House of
Representatives. One tough one was
May 20 of last year, rollcall 332. Now,
that seemed a no-brainer to me, but it
was really tough on the Republican
side, and the gentleman from Illinois
voted against it.

It was to have the Justice Depart-
ment, United States Justice Depart-
ment, investigate collusion by the
OPEC Nations to unnecessarily con-
strain supply and drive up the price for
American consumers. That was a tough
vote for the gentleman from Illinois.
He voted ‘‘no.” He didn’t think the Jus-
tice Department should investigate. I
also have a bill saying the President
should file a complaint against the
OPEC countries in the WTO.

You know, the Bush administration,
in fact, is now investigating collusion
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by OPEC. They still haven’t filed a
complaint in the WTO. So the Bush ad-
ministration is taking a step that the
gentleman from Illinois opposed, inves-
tigating collusion which is gouging
consumers. We need a new energy fu-
ture, but we don’t need to allow our
consumers to be price gouged on the
way there.

Mr. WU raised another issue which
the gentleman just brushed off, which
is the whole issue that credible ana-
lysts say, because of the Enron loop-
hole—remember, Ken Boy? He might be
dead but his memory lives on, and
about 50 cents a gallon for the Amer-
ican people. Ken Boy Lay of Enron, one
of the President’s best buddies, got a
special loophole from this Republican
Congress deregulating derivatives in
energy trading so that they could spec-
ulate. Well, he’s dead, Enron’s bank-
rupt, but the speculation is rampant.

And experts tell us probably 50 cents
on every gallon, 50 cents on every gal-
lon today, you want to give immediate
relief, reregulate the commodities mar-
ket. You're not regulating the price of
gas. You'’re just saying you can’t have
derivatives and you can’t have Morgan
Stanley holding more futures contracts
and more fuel than ExxonMobil. Just
reregulate the market. They can’t self-
deal. Just reregulate the market. Just
bring some regular trading back to
that market that existed before 2000.
You could save tomorrow 50 cents a
gallon.

Now, you can talk about ANWR, and
he talked about it with great cer-
tainty. I've been sitting in on debates
for 20 years over ANWR. One well was
drilled. What was there we don’t know.
It was proprietary. There are estimates
from a little bit to a lot of oil. But he
knows exactly how much is there, in-
teresting, and how much revenue it
would bring, even more interesting,
since right now oil from Alaska can
and is being exported from the United
States of America. I guess he’s worried
about the Chinese energy problem be-
cause that’s most likely where any ad-
ditional supply from Alaska would go
until we develop more refinery capac-
ity, which the industry refuses to do.
And there are ways to drive them to
make that investment, but the gen-
tleman doesn’t support that legislation
either, which I've introduced.

So we’re hearing a lot of bloviating
and talk on that side of the aisle be-
cause Republicans are running scared
because their coffers have been filled
by this industry for years and they
were put into power and Bush was put
into the White House and DICK CHENEY
was put into the Vice President’s man-
sion by this industry. And this indus-
try is kind of unpopular right now.

So they want to pretend they want to
do something 10, 15, 20 years out. Let’s
even bring it a little closer in. The gen-
tleman again talked about ANWR.
Well, right just a little way away from
ANWR, guess what, there’s something
Bill Clinton leased called the Naval Pe-
troleum Reserve. We know there’s oil



H4916

under that. Bill Clinton leased it. Bill
Clinton’s been gone seven-and-a-half
years. How time flies.

How many producing wells are there
in the Naval Petroleum Reserve drilled
by American companies who have
leased that reserve? None, not one, not
a single one.

So, if the need is to get more produc-
tion going in Alaska, how about they
drill the wells in the Naval Petroleum
Reserve where we know there’s oil as
opposed to pretending there might be
oil in ANWR, and we could drill way
over there, and it’s also a lot further
from the existing pipeline and other
shipping capabilities.

So there’s a heck of a lot of stuff, as
I said earlier in my 45-second re-
sponse—I regret I didn’t have time at
that point to yield to the gentleman.
He’s not here now. I would have given
him at least 30 seconds—to develop out
there, but the industry isn’t developing
it. Ten thousand permits that haven’t
been actuated, and they start talking
about Illinois.

These Federal leases aren’t in Illi-
nois. I'm not aware of any Federal
leases in Illinois for oil exploration.
These are off the coast where 80 per-
cent of the supply is accessible through
existing 1leases. The industry just
hasn’t seen fit to develop it. Why not?
Because it’s working really well for
them right now. Record prices. They
don’t really care about supply. They
sure as heck don’t want more supply to
bring down the price.

Plain and simple, they’re extorting
the American people. They’re extorting
through collusion with OPEC. They’re
extorting through speculation in the
energy markets, and they’re extorting
by withholding their drilling from
leases they already have while pre-
tending they need more. Plain and sim-
ple, it’s a scam.

And I’'m really disappointed that the
gentleman is going to oppose my bill
later when he talks about all the rev-
enue that could be realized, when right
now royalty-free oil is flowing out of
the gulf because of a bureaucratic
error, and he doesn’t want to fix that
problem because he thinks the oil com-
panies need the money more than my
counties and schools, and we’ll hear
more about that later.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield to the gentleman from Utah (Mr.
BISHOP) 3 minutes.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I appreciate the
comments that have been made so far.
I'm reminded by President Reagan,
who once said there you go again, and
some of those statements can apply
here.

But one statement was they aren’t
accurate, but what we are talking
about here in this part of the discus-
sion deals with how real people are im-
pacted in their daily lives.

We no longer are talking about en-
ergy consumption as an ethereal proc-
ess or whether it meets different needs,
kind of a policy concept. We’re talking
about how people, real people, bake
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their food, heat their homes, and how
they keep their jobs.

For every dollar that there is an in-
crease in oil prices and gasoline prices,
it simply means that jobs are lost, that
revenue does not flow here. Social Se-
curity programs are diminished, and
the overall quality of life is dimin-
ished. We're talking about real people
and how real people are impacted.

For every dollar a poor person or a
middle-income person has to spend on
increased energy consumption, that’s a
dollar they cannot spend on luxuries
like tuna casserole. This is what we’re
talking about. If you’re extremely rich,
you can try and buy your way out of it
like an old medieval duke buying in-
dulgences from the Catholic church.
But for middle-income people and poor
people, we are talking about how they
live their lives, and we’re talking about
a country that has more energy poten-
tial locked up than other Nations have
in their entire countries.

That’s the concept that is here, and
yet we always come back to picky lit-
tle reasons why we can’t develop the
source, renew that source or build on
that particular source as well.

We can’t develop in ANWR because
even though the Carter administration
set this particular piece of property
aside for energy development because
it offends somebody. We can’t have
windmills off the coast of Massachu-
setts; it doesn’t look right. We can’t
drill off the coast of Florida because it
might offend the tourists someway.

We all have picky little reasons on
why we can’t do it, and the net product
is we harm our own people because we
don’t have a policy that provides a
positive reinforced policy, a strong pro-
gram that will encourage conservation
but also encourage production of every
source of resources that we have at our
disposal.

It has to happen and it has to happen
now because we’re dealing with real
people.

We’re also dealing with the security
of this country. Early on this floor,
they talked about an element of sec-
tion 526 that was passed in the energy
bill which simply had the proposal of
cutting out the needs of our military in
their advancement for alternative syn-
thetic fuels. That’s one of the things
we’re looking at. Five years ago, it
cost us $2 billion a year for petroleum
for our military. Today, we’re talking
about $12 billion a year. We cannot do
that any longer. Those are the issues
we have to have.

We have to realize that what we’re
talking about is real people.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s time has expired.

Mr. HALL of Texas. I yield the gen-
tleman another 30 seconds.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Who we are
hurting are real people, and those peo-
ple who are in the middle income and
those people who are on the edges of
our society and those people on fixed
incomes, which is about 45 million
Americans, those are the ones who get
hurt first.
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And the more we talk about the phi-
losophy, what should or should not be
done, and the later we decide to take as
our policy statement that we will be-
come energy secure and energy inde-
pendent and we will develop all the re-
sources we have at our disposal to be-
come energy independent, that’s when
we actually decide to try and help peo-
ple.

I thank the Speaker for his indul-
gences.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. We reserve the balance.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
how much time do I have remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 7 minutes.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. MCHENRY) 3 minutes.

Mr. McHENRY. I rise today to agree
with the resolution, but the real sub-
stance of the debate on the House floor
today should be about gas prices. That
is the substance of what we should be
talking about as a people because I
know my constituents are talking
about it. They commute to work each
day and pay and pay and pay high gas
prices every day. And it is because this
Congress hasn’t acted.

Now, certainly the resolution calling
for more math and science students,
that’s well and good, but what we
should be talking about right now is
how we’re going to become energy
independent as Americans, how we use
American resources, whether it’s nat-
ural gas, petroleum products, energy
research, how are we going to invest in
those things now.

This Congress, this Democrat leader-
ship has failed to act, and I think
that’s irresponsible.
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You know, one answer that they say
is conservation. That’s what some on
the other side of the aisle say is the an-
swer. And, you know, conservation is a
sign of personal virtue, but we cannot
conserve our way to energy independ-
ence, American energy independence.

So what do we do? Well, I believe we
have to use our technology and our in-
novation here in the United States to
become energy independent. We have
vast resources, whether it’s oil shale in
the Rocky Mountain west, whether it’s
tar sands in our neighboring Canada, in
order to harvest oil out of those areas.
We must do it, though. The American
people are paying close to $4 at the
pumps, and that’s unacceptable. And I
think, beyond that, when it comes to
energy, we need an American solution,
an America that relies on its own inge-
nuity and innovation, not beholden to
the Saudi royal family.

I call on this Congress to act, to
streamline the regulation process so we
can get new refineries online, to open
up new areas of exploration. That’s
what we should be doing, not simply
debating this resolution, but working
on real, substantive issues the Amer-
ican people need and desire.
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My constituents in western North
Carolina demand action when it comes
to lowering gas prices. And this Con-
gress can do something about it, but
we have to open up new areas of explo-
ration, we have to increase refining ca-
pacity, and we have to invest in renew-
able energy sources that are clean, effi-
cient, and American solutions that
make us self-reliant.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, may I inquire as to
how much time is remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman has 3 minutes.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. I would like to yield 2% minutes
to Mr. DEFAZIO to respond to the last
presenter.

Mr. DEFAZIO. There are 36.9 billion
reasons why we aren’t doing more to
protect consumers today, why we
haven’t filed the complaints against
OPEC, why the Republicans voted
against investigating collusion by
OPEC, why the Republicans created
loopholes in energy trading so that
Enron could get rich—well, they went
bankrupt, actually, but others can
speculate in the market, driving up gas
50 cents a gallon today. And they don’t
want to close that loophole because
their rich buddies benefit from it, just
like their rich buddies in the oil indus-
try benefit from the lack of supply.

But I was shocked to hear the gen-
tleman talk about needing to loosen up
regulations in order to get more refin-
ery capacity. A few years ago, George
Bush offered to let any oil company
that wanted to build a new refinery
build it on a closed military base and
waive all the environmental laws. How
many takers did he get? Big goose egg,
Zero, none.

What did the head of Exxon Mobil
say just 2 weeks ago? We’re not inter-
ested in building refineries; we’re doing
just fine the way things are. They are
restraining, and they have restrained
over the last decade, refinery capacity
in collusion to drive up the price. It’s
yet another excuse to drive up the
price.

So they don’t want to build refineries
and give relief to the American con-
sumers. They don’t want us to take on
the collusion of OPEC because they’re
making money off of it. They don’t
want us to stop the speculation in the
commodities market because Big Oil
and big Wall Street are making money
off it.

And then they want to shift to this
fatuous debate about ANWR. They
know exactly how much oil is there,
unlike anybody else in the world ex-
cept the one company that drilled the
one proprietary well 25 years ago,
they’re the only people who know if
there is or isn’t anything there. But we
do know underneath the former Na-
tional Petroleum Reserve, set aside by
a much more far-sighted administra-
tion 70 years ago, there is a sea of oil
underneath the National Petroleum
Reserve. And Bill Clinton leased that
to the oil industry because they were
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carping about the need for new places
to go and drill for oil. Bill Clinton has
been gone TY% years. How many pro-
ducing wells are there in the Naval Pe-
troleum Reserve? Goose egg, zero, same
as the number of new refineries, goose
egg, zero, because they’re making huge
profits the way it is. Why should they
give relief to the American consumers
because relief means lower extor-
tionate profits for them. They have no
intention of giving relief to the Amer-
ican people. This is a red herring.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. MCHENRY).

Mr. MCcCHENRY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. And I appreciate
the opportunity to respond to my col-
league and his utter fabrication about
the history.

Now, talk about rewriting history
here; instead of complaining about the
problem, we’re offering solutions. And
I’'m proud that I'm part of the solution.
And that solution is to hold the oil
companies accountable. That’s right,
the gentleman is right about that. But
I think we have to go a step further.
We have to make sure that refineries
can get online. The reason why they
won’t build new refineries is that regu-
lation that this Congress supports, the
trial lawyers as well, and the extreme
environmental community that fund
the left, and my colleagues on the left,
they’re all about shutting down new re-
finery capacity.

Beyond that, my colleague that just
spoke is not for any exploration in this
country whatsoever. And the American
people know this, Mr. Speaker. The
American people know that we need
more supply of energy, and that will
bring prices lower, not this rewriting of
history that my colleague just issued.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield 20 seconds
to the gentleman to respond, Mr.
DEFAZIO.

Mr. DEFAZIO. I thank the
gentlelady.
First off, it was the head of

ExxonMobil, the most profitable indus-
try in the history of the world, who
said he has no intention of building a
refinery. He didn’t mention regulations
or bureaucracy. He said they’re doing
just fine the way it is, why would they
build another refinery? And other CEOs
of o0il companies have said the same
thing.

It’s not bureaucracy or regulation.
They didn’t take Bush up on his loop-
hole to put it on closed military bases.
So that’s not the issue. Don’t try that
stuff.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of the time.

The gentleman from Oregon is a very
good speaker and knowledgeable. He’s
been here a long, long time. He said
there are a thousand reasons why we’re
out of energy and why we’re in the sit-
uation we’re in. I will say maybe
there’s two less. You just take these
two, though, out of that thousand, I
don’t know how many he has left. But
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when we talk about who’s furnishing
fossil fuels, and who’s furnishing nu-
clear energy, who’s furnishing clean
coal, who’s furnishing solar. And no
one has objected to this or no one has
said it’s not so, 91 percent of the House
Republicans have historically voted to
increase the production of American-
made oil and gas, while 86 percent of
the House Democrats have historically
voted against increasing the produc-
tion of American-made oil and gas. I
don’t know where the other thousand
are, but that’s the major reason we’re
where we are today.

They don’t want to drill here. They
won’t let us drill off the coast of Flor-
ida. They don’t want to drill up in
ANWR. Let me tell you something, we
better be drilling on American soil or
we’re going to have to send our Amer-
ican boys to take some energy away
from someone. And that would be an
absolute crime when we have plenty
right here at home. It’s a shame we
don’t use our own.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say
that what we’re really discussing is the
House Concurrent Resolution 366, mak-
ing science and math and technology
education a priority. And I now would
like to ask my colleagues to support
and pass this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) that the
House suspend the rules and agree to
the concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res
366.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the concur-
rent resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment a concurrent resolution on
the House of the following title.

H. Con. Res. 309. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of the Capitol Grounds for
the District of Columbia Special Olympics
Law Enforcement Torch Run.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed bills of the following
titles in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

S. 2162. An act to improve the treatment
and services provided by the Department of
Veterans Affairs to veterans with post-trau-
matic stress disorder and substance use dis-
orders, and for other purposes.

S. 2967. An act to provide for certain Fed-
eral employee benefits to be continued for
certain employees of the Senate Restaurants
after operations of the Senate Restaurants
are contracted to be performed by a private
business concern, and for other purposes.
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RECOGNIZING OUTSTANDING
WOMEN SCIENTISTS, TECH-
NOLOGISTS, ENGINEERS, AND

MATHEMATICIANS ON MOTHER’S
DAY, 2008

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution
(H. Res. 1180) recognizing the efforts
and contributions of outstanding
women scientists, technologists, engi-
neers, and mathematicians in the
United States and around the world on
Mother’s Day, 2008, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1180

Whereas women have been vitally impor-
tant to the fields of science, technology, en-
gineering, and mathematics and have trans-
formed the world and enhanced and improved
the quality of life around the globe;

Whereas the contributions of women are
central to progress and to the development
of knowledge in many areas, including chem-
istry, physics, biology, geology, engineering,
mathematics, and astronomy, and these con-
tributions boost economic growth, create
new jobs, and improve our knowledge and
standard of living;

Whereas there is a need to congratulate
these women, educate the public about the
important role of women in society, and rec-
ognize the contributions of women to the sci-
entific, technological, engineering, and
mathematical communities;

Whereas it is important to emphasize the
extensive variety of careers available in the
world of science, technology, engineering,
and mathematics and to honor the tremen-
dous women that have contributed and will
contribute to the advancement of knowledge
in these disciplines;

Whereas in order to ensure our Nation’s
global competitiveness, our schools must
continue to cultivate female scientists, tech-
nologists, engineers, and mathematicians
from every background and neighborhood in
our society to create the innovations of to-
morrow that will keep our Nation strong;

Whereas a disproportionately low number
of female students are pursuing careers in
science, technology, engineering, and mathe-
matics, and it is crucial that we focus atten-
tion on increasing the participation of
women; and

Whereas there is a need to encourage in-
dustry, government, and academia to reach
and educate millions of children on the im-
portant contributions women have made to
science, technology, engineering, and mathe-
matics: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) recognizes the important contributions
of women to science, technology, engineer-
ing, mathematics, and the health of many
industries that have created new jobs, boost-
ed economic growth, and improved the Na-
tion’s competitiveness and standard of liv-
ng;

(2) recognizes the need to increase the
number of women participating in science,
technology, engineering, and mathematics;

(3) supports the role of women in science,
technology, engineering, and mathematics;
and

(4) encourages the people of the United
States to give appropriate recognition to
women scientists, technologists, engineers,
and mathematicians who have made impor-
tant contributions to our everyday lives.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON)
and the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
HALL) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that all Members may have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks and to include extra-
neous materials on House Resolution
1180, the resolution now under consid-
eration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

I rise in support of House Resolution
1180, recognizing the efforts and con-
tributions of outstanding women sci-
entists, technologists, engineers, and
mathematicians in the United States
and around the world.

In its 2007 Beyond Bias and Barriers
report, the National Academy stated
that in order to maintain its scientific
and engineering leadership and increas-
ing economic and educational
globalization the United States must
aggressively pursue the innovative ca-
pacity of all of its people, men and
women.

While women have made substantial
progress in some fields, such as the life
sciences, they continue to be signifi-
cantly underrepresented in other
STEM fields such as engineering and
computer science. The attrition rate
remains higher for women than for
men at all steps along the STEM pipe-
line. In fact, studies have shown that
girls as young as middle school age are
being turned away from many STEM
fields.

There is no evidence that the gender
gap is caused by a lack of female talent
or potential. In fact, the top three win-
ners in the highly prestigious 2007 Sie-
mens Competition in Math, Science
and Technology and the first prize in
the 2008 Intel Talent Search all went to
young high school women.

We are failing our young girls and
women, and neither our colleges and
universities nor our industries can af-
ford such a loss of precious human cap-
ital in science and engineering. We
can’t make it with just 50 percent of
the Nation’s brain power.

I applaud the gentleman from Wash-
ington for introducing this resolution.
It is fitting to recognize the efforts and
contributions of outstanding women
scientists and engineers and mathe-
maticians in the United States and
around the world, and I ask my col-
leagues to support House Resolution
1180.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.
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According to the National Science
Foundation, a recent study of fourth
graders showed that 66 percent of the
girls and 68 percent of boys reported
that they liked science. But something
else starts happening in the elemen-
tary school. NSF found that by the
eighth grade, boys are twice as inter-
ested in STEM careers as girls are. The
female attrition continues through
high school, college, and even the
workforce.

Women with STEM higher education
degrees are twice as likely to leave a
scientific or engineering job as men
with comparable STEM degrees. De-
spite the fact that women earn half of
the bachelors degrees in science and
engineering, they continue to be sig-
nificantly underrepresented at the fac-
ulty level in almost all the S&E fields,
constituting 28 percent in 2003 of doc-
toral science and engineering faculty
in 4-year colleges and universities and
only 18 percent of full professors.

The Commission on the Advancement
of Women and Minorities in Science,
Engineering and Technology Develop-
ment was established by Congress on
October 14, 1988 through legislation de-
veloped and sponsored by Congress-
woman Connie Morella, Republican
from Maryland. The mandate of the
Commission is to research and rec-
ommend ways to improve the recruit-
ment, the retention, and the represen-
tation of women, underrepresented mi-
norities, and persons with disabilities
in science, engineering, and technology
education and employment.

In addition to the Commission, the
NSF Research on Gender in Science
and Engineering program has worked
since 1993 to broaden the participation
of girls and women in science, tech-
nology, engineering and mathematics
(STEM) education fields.

One of the things research has dis-
covered is that the more positive im-
ages you present of women in these
fields in school, the more likely girls
will want to enter into these fields
later on in life.

So the resolution before us today
honors the contribution of women in
the fields of science, technology, engi-
neering and mathematics, both in the
United States and around the world. It
also allows us to thank women for the
contribution that they have made to
these fields, women such as Madelaine
Barnothey, the first woman in Hungary
to receive a Ph.D. specializing in phys-
ics; or Rosalind Franklin, who received
her degree in chemistry in 1951 from
Cambridge University and was instru-
mental in putting together a detailed
description of DNA; or Sophia Ger-
main, an outstanding mathematician
who developed the modern theory of
elasticity, without which modern con-
struction would be absolutely impos-
sible.

Women have been pioneers in the
field of science, technology, engineer-
ing and mathematics for centuries.

[ 1400

We owe it to girls growing up today
to recognize these accomplishments,
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accomplishments such as those of
Maria Telkes, who was a physicist and
pioneer in solar energy and designed
and built a solar house in the 1930s; or
those of Admiral Grace Murray Hopper,
who was buried at Arlington Cemetery
in January, 1992, and was one of the
very first software engineers who
helped both the military, private sec-
tor, and academia develop the founda-
tions of modern digital computing.

We just can’t discuss important
women in history without recognizing
the outstanding contributions of Marie
Curie, a physicist and chemist, who is
one of the only people to ever receive
two Nobel prizes in different fields and
the only woman to have won two Nobel
prizes. Her Nobel prizes were awarded
for her work on radioactivity and the
discovery of the elements of polonium
and radium.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
support of the resolution before us
today.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Let me thank Mr. HALL for sup-
porting this legislation and thank the
gentleman who sponsored it. And I'm
very pleased, Mr. Speaker, that he
mentioned Ms. Connie Morella, whom I
worked with from the time I arrived
until she left on this very subject. And
I hope that we are gaining more and
more support to encourage our young
women to stay involved in these STEM
programs and recognize our achievers
so that they can know that they are
great examples.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution.

Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Speaker, | am the
proud sponsor of House Resolution 1180,
which recognizes the important contributions
of women to science, technology, engineering,
mathematics, and the health of many indus-
tries that have created new jobs, boosted eco-
nomic growth, and improved our Nation’s com-
petitiveness.

Congress must continue to educate the pub-
lic about the important role of women in soci-
ety and recognize the key accomplishments of
women in scientific fields. Furthermore, we
must encourage more young women to pursue
careers in science and technology fields by
adequately funding STEM education in our
schools.

Much is being done in the Pacific Northwest
to achieve these goals. Seattle’s Pacific
Science Center remains an educational force
in our region and continues to inspire stu-
dents’ interest in science. Similarly, the Mu-
seum of Flight recognizes the success of fe-
male aviation pioneers and helps young
women discover career possibilities in the
world of aerospace.

| am pleased that the Science and Tech-
nology Committee quickly brought this meas-
ure to the floor in a bipartisan manner, and |
urge all of my colleagues to support it.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) that the
House suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution, H. Res. 1180, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion, as amended, was agreed to.

The title was amended so as to read:

“Resolution recognizing the efforts
and contributions of outstanding
women scientists, technologists, engi-
neers, and mathematicians in the
United States and around the world.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

PUBLIC LAND COMMUNITIES
TRANSITION ACT OF 2008

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3058) to amend chapter 69 of title
31, United States Code, to provide full
payments under such chapter to units
of general local government in which
entitlement land is located, to provide
transitional payments during fiscal
years 2008 through 2012 to those States
and counties previously entitled to
payments under the Secure Rural
Schools and Community Self-Deter-
mination Act of 2000, and for other pur-
poses, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3058

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE AND TABLE OF CON-

TENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘“‘Public Land Communities Transition
Act of 2008”.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title and table of contents.

Sec. 2. Transitional payments States and
counties previously entitled to
payments under Secure Rural
Schools and Community Self-
Determination Act of 2000.

Sec. 3. Special requirements regarding tran-
sition payments to certain
States.

Sec. 4. Conservation of resources fees.

Sec. 5. Sense of Congress on distribution of
secure rural schools transition
payments to eligible counties.

SEC. 2. TRANSITIONAL PAYMENTS STATES AND

COUNTIES PREVIOUSLY ENTITLED
TO PAYMENTS UNDER SECURE
RURAL SCHOOLS AND COMMUNITY
SELF-DETERMINATION ACT OF 2000.

(a) TRANSITIONAL PAYMENTS.—Chapter 69 of
title 31, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following new section:
“§6908. Secure rural schools transition pay-

ments

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) ADJUSTED SHARE.—The term ‘adjusted
share’ means the number equal to the
quotient obtained by dividing—

‘“(A) the number equal to the quotient ob-
tained by dividing—

‘(i) the base share for the eligible county;
by

‘‘(i1) the income adjustment for the eligible
county; by

‘(B) the number equal to the sum of the
quotients obtained under subparagraph (A)
and paragraph (8)(A) for all eligible counties.
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‘“(2) BASE SHARE.—The term ‘base share’
means the number equal to the average of—
‘“(A) the quotient obtained by dividing—

‘(i) the number of acres of Federal land de-
scribed in paragraph (7)(A) in each eligible
county; by

‘“(ii) the total number acres of Federal land
in all eligible counties in all eligible States;
and

‘“(B) the quotient obtained by dividing—

‘(i) the amount equal to the average of the
3 highest 25-percent payments and safety net
payments made to each eligible State for
each eligible county during the eligibility
period; by

‘(ii) the amount equal to the sum of the
amounts calculated under clause (i) and
paragraph (9)(B)(i) for all eligible counties in
all eligible States during the eligibility pe-
riod.

‘(3) COUNTY PAYMENT.—The term ‘county
payment’ means the payment for an eligible
county calculated under subsection (c).

‘‘(4) ELIGIBLE COUNTY.—The term ‘eligible
county’ means any county that—

‘“(A) contains Federal land (as defined in
paragraph (7)); and

‘(B) elects to receive a share of the State
payment or the county payment under sub-
section (f).

() ELIGIBILITY PERIOD.—The term ‘eligi-
bility period’ means fiscal year 1986 through
fiscal year 1999.

‘(6) ELIGIBLE STATE.—The term ‘eligible
State’ means a State or territory of the
United States that received a 25-percent pay-
ment for 1 or more fiscal years of the eligi-
bility period.

‘(7Y FEDERAL LAND.—The term
land’ means—

‘“(A) land within the National Forest Sys-
tem, as defined in section 11(a) of the Forest
and Rangeland Renewable Resources Plan-
ning Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1609(a)) exclusive
of the National Grasslands and land utiliza-
tion projects designated as National Grass-
lands administered pursuant to the Act of
July 22, 1937 (7 U.S.C. 1010-1012); and

‘(B) such portions of the revested Oregon
and California Railroad and reconveyed Coos
Bay Wagon Road grant land as are or may
hereafter come under the jurisdiction of the
Department of the Interior, which have here-
tofore or may hereafter be classified as
timberlands, and power-site land valuable
for timber, that shall be managed, except as
provided in the former section 3 of the Act of
August 28, 1937 (50 Stat. 875; 43 U.S.C. 1181c),
for permanent forest production.

‘“(8) bH0-PERCENT ADJUSTED SHARE.—The
term ‘60-percent adjusted share’ means the
number equal to the quotient obtained by di-
viding—

‘“(A) the number equal to the quotient ob-
tained by dividing—

‘(i) the 50-percent base share for the eligi-
ble county; by

‘‘(ii) the income adjustment for the eligible
county; by

‘“(B) the number equal to the sum of the
quotients obtained under subparagraph (A)
and paragraph (1)(A) for all eligible counties.

*“(9) 50-PERCENT BASE SHARE.—The term °50-
percent base share’ means the number equal
to the average of—

‘“(A) the quotient obtained by dividing—

‘(i) the number of acres of Federal land de-
scribed in paragraph (7)(B) in each eligible
county; by

‘“(ii) the total number acres of Federal land
in all eligible counties in all eligible States;
and

“(B) the quotient obtained by dividing—

‘(i) the amount equal to the average of the
3 highest 50-percent payments made to each
eligible county during the eligibility period;
by

‘Federal
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‘‘(ii) the amount equal to the sum of the
amounts calculated under clause (i) and
paragraph (2)(B)(i) for all eligible counties in
all eligible States during the eligibility pe-
riod.

¢“(10) 50-PERCENT PAYMENT.—The term ‘50-
percent payment’ means the payment that is
the sum of the 50-percent share otherwise
paid to a county pursuant to title II of the
Act of August 28, 1937 (chapter 876; 50 Stat.
875; 43 U.S.C. 1181f), and the payment made
to a county pursuant to the Act of May 24,
1939 (chapter 144; 53 Stat. 753; 43 U.S.C. 1181f-
1 et seq.).

“(11) FULL FUNDING AMOUNT.—The term
‘full funding amount’ means—

““(A) $520,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and

‘“(B) for fiscal years 2009, 2010, and 2011, the
amount that is equal to 90 percent of the full
funding amount for the preceding fiscal year.

¢(12) INCOME ADJUSTMENT.—The term ‘in-
come adjustment’ means the square of the
quotient obtained by dividing—

‘““(A) the per capita personal income for
each eligible county; by

‘(B) the median per capita personal in-
come of all eligible counties.

‘(13) PER CAPITA PERSONAL INCOME.—The
term ‘per capita personal income’ means the
most recent per capita personal income data,
as determined by the Bureau of Economic
Analysis.

‘(14) SAFETY NET PAYMENTS.—The term
‘safety net payments’ means the special pay-
ment amounts paid to States and counties
required by section 13982 or 13983 of the Om-
nibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1993
(Public Law 103-66; 16 U.S.C. 500 note; 43
U.S.C. 1181f note).

‘‘(15) SECRETARY CONCERNED.—The term
‘Secretary concerned’ means—

‘“(A) the Secretary of Agriculture or the
designee of the Secretary of Agriculture with
respect to the Federal land described in para-
graph (7)(A); and

‘“(B) the Secretary of the Interior or the
designee of the Secretary of the Interior
with respect to the Federal land described in
paragraph (7)(B).

‘“(16) STATE PAYMENT.—The term ‘State
payment’ means the payment for an eligible
State calculated under subsection (b)

““(17) 25-PERCENT PAYMENT.—The term ‘25-
percent payment’ means the payment to
States required by the sixth paragraph under
the heading of ‘forest service’ in the Act of
May 23, 1908 (35 Stat. 260; 16 U.S.C. 500), and
section 13 of the Act of March 1, 1911 (36 Stat.
963; 16 U.S.C. 500).

“(b) CALCULATION OF STATE PAYMENT
AMOUNT.—For each of fiscal years 2008
through 2011, the Secretary of Agriculture
shall calculate for each eligible State an
amount equal to the sum of the products ob-
tained by multiplying—

‘(1) the adjusted share for each eligible
county within the eligible State; by

‘(2) the full funding amount for the fiscal
year.

“(c) CALCULATION OF COUNTY PAYMENT
AMOUNT.—For each of fiscal years 2008
through 2011, the Secretary of the Interior
shall calculate for each eligible county that
received a 50-percent payment during the eli-
gibility period an amount equal to the prod-
uct obtained by multiplying—

‘(1) the 50-percent adjusted share for the
eligible county; by

‘(2) the full funding amount for the fiscal
year.

“(d) PAYMENT AMOUNTS FOR ELIGIBLE
STATES.—The Secretary of the Treasury
shall pay to each eligible State an amount
equal to the sum of the amounts elected
under subsection (f) by each county within
the eligible State for—
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‘(1) if the county is eligible for the 25-per-
cent payment, the share of the 25-percent
payment; or

‘“(2) the share of the State payment of the
eligible county.

‘‘(e) PAYMENT AMOUNTS FOR ELIGIBLE COUN-
TIES.—The Secretary of the Treasury shall
pay to each eligible county an amount equal
to the amount elected under subsection (f)
by the county for—

‘(1) if the county is eligible for the 50-per-
cent payment, the 50-percent payment; or

‘“(2) the county payment for the eligible
county.

“(fy ELECTION To
AMOUNT.—

(1) ELECTION; SUBMISSION OF RESULTS.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The election to receive
a share of the State payment, the county
payment, a share of the State payment and
the county payment, a share of the 25-per-
cent payment, the 50-percent payment, or a
share of the 25-percent payment and the 50-
percent payment, as applicable, shall be
made at the discretion of each affected coun-
ty by August 1, 2008, and thereafter in ac-
cordance with paragraph (2)(A), and trans-
mitted to the Secretary concerned by the
Governor of each eligible State.

‘(B) FAILURE TO TRANSMIT.—If an election
for an affected county is not transmitted to
the Secretary concerned by the date speci-
fied under subparagraph (A), the affected
county shall be considered to have elected to
receive a share of the State payment, the
county payment, or a share of the State pay-
ment and the county payment, as applicable.

¢“(2) DURATION OF ELECTION.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—A county election to re-
ceive a share of the 25-percent payment or
50-percent payment, as applicable, shall be
effective for 2 fiscal years.

‘(B) FULL FUNDING AMOUNT.—If a county
elects to receive a share of the State pay-
ment or the county payment, the election
shall be effective for all subsequent fiscal
years through fiscal year 2011.

‘(g) SOURCE OF PAYMENT AMOUNTS.—The
payment to an eligible State or eligible
county under this section for a fiscal year
shall be derived from—

‘(1) any revenues, fees, penalties, or mis-
cellaneous receipts, exclusive of deposits to
any relevant trust fund, special account, or
permanent operating funds, received by the
Federal Government from activities by the
Bureau of Land Management or the Forest
Service on the applicable Federal land;

‘“(2) for fiscal year 2008, any funds appro-
priated to carry out this section; and

‘“(8) to the extent of any shortfall, out of
any amounts in the Treasury of the United
States not otherwise appropriated.

““(h) DISTRIBUTION AND EXPENDITURE OF
PAYMENTS.—

(1) DISTRIBUTION METHOD.—A State that
receives a payment under this section shall
distribute the appropriate payment amount
among the appropriate counties in the State
in accordance with—

“(A) the Act of May 23, 1908 (16 U.S.C. 500);
and

“(B) section 13 of the Act of March 1, 1911
(36 Stat. 963; 16 U.S.C. 500).

‘(2) EXPENDITURE PURPOSES.—Subject to
paragraph (3), payments received by a State
under this section and distributed to coun-
ties in accordance with paragraph (1), and
payments received directly by an eligible
county under this section, shall be expended
in the same manner in which 25-percent pay-
ments or 50-percent payments, as applicable,
are required to be expended.

“(3) RESERVATION OF PORTION OF PAY-
MENTS.—Each eligible county receiving a
payment under this section or a portion of a
State’s payment under this section shall re-
serve not less than 15 percent of the amount
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received for expenditure in accordance with
titles IT and III of the Secure Rural Schools
and Community Self-Determination Act of
2000 (16 U.S.C. 500 note; Public Law 106-393).

‘(i) TIME FOR PAYMENT.—The payments re-
quired under this section for a fiscal year
shall be made as soon as practicable after
the end of that fiscal year.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 69 of
title 31, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following new item:
¢“6908. Secure rural schools transition pay-

ments.””.

(¢) EXTENSION OF TITLES II AND III OF SE-
CURE RURAL SCHOOLS AND COMMUNITY SELF-
DETERMINATION ACT OF 2000.—

(1) EXTENSION.—The Secure Rural Schools
and Community Self-Determination Act of
2000 (16 U.S.C. 500 note; Public Law 106-393) is
amended—

(A) in sections 203(a), 204(e)(3)(B)(vi), 207(a),
208, and 303 by striking ‘2007’ and inserting
€20117;

(B) in sections 208 and 303, by striking
€“2008’’ and inserting ¢‘2012”°.

(2) DEFINITION OF PARTICIPATING COUNTY.—
The Secure Rural Schools and Community
Self-Determination Act of 2000 is amended—

(A) in section 201(1), by inserting before the
period the following: ‘‘or that is required to
reserve funds under section 6908(h)(3) of title
31, United States Code, or section 3(e) of the
Public Land Communities Transition Act of
2008’; and

(B) in section 301(1), by inserting before the
period the following: ‘‘or that is required to
reserve funds under section 6908(h)(3) of title
31, United States Code, or section 3(e) of the
Public Land Communities Transition Act of
2008”’.

(3) DEFINITION OF PROJECT FUNDS.—The Se-
cure Rural Schools and Community Self-De-
termination Act of 2000 is amended—

(A) in section 201(2), by inserting before the
period the following: ‘‘or reserves under sec-
tion 6908(h)(3) of title 31, United States Code,
or section 3(e) of the Public Land Commu-
nities Transition Act of 2008 for expenditure
in accordance with this title’’; and

(B) in section 301(2), by inserting before the
period the following: ‘‘or reserves under sec-
tion 6908(h)(3) of title 31, United States Code,
or section 3(e) of the Public Land Commu-
nities Transition Act of 2008 for expenditure
in accordance with this title”.

SEC. 3. SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS REGARDING
TRANSITION PAYMENTS TO CERTAIN
STATES.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) ADJUSTED AMOUNT.—The term ‘‘adjusted
amount’” means, with respect to a covered
State—

(A) for fiscal year 2008—

(i) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal
year 2006 under section 102(a)(2) of the Secure
Rural Schools and Community Self-Deter-
mination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 500 note; Pub-
lic Law 106-393), as in effect on September 29,
2006, for the eligible counties in the covered
State that have elected under section 6908 of
title 31, United States Code, as added by sec-
tion 2 of this Act, to receive a share of the
State payment for fiscal year 2008; and

(ii) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal
year 2006 under section 103(a)(2) Secure Rural
Schools and Community Self-Determination
Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 500 note; Public Law
106-393), as in effect on September 29, 2006,
for the eligible counties in the State of Or-
egon that have elected under section 6908 of
title 31, United States Code, as added by sec-
tion 2 of this Act, to receive the county pay-
ment for fiscal year 2008;

(B) for fiscal year 2009, 90 percent of—

(i) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal
year 2006 under such section 102(a)(2) for the
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eligible counties in the covered State that
have elected under such section 6908 to re-
ceive a share of the State payment for fiscal
year 2009; and

(ii) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal
year 2006 under such section 103(a)(2) for the
eligible counties in the State of Oregon that
have elected under such section 6908 to re-
ceive the county payment for fiscal year
2009;

(C) for fiscal year 2010, 81 percent of—

(i) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal
year 2006 under section such 102(a)(2) for the
eligible counties in the covered State that
have elected under such section 6908 to re-
ceive a share of the State payment for fiscal
year 2010; and

(ii) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal
year 2006 under such section 103(a)(2) for the
eligible counties in the State of Oregon that
have elected under such section 6908 to re-
ceive the county payment for fiscal year
2010; and

(D) for fiscal year 2011, 73 percent of—

(i) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal
year 2006 under such section 102(a)(2) for the
eligible counties in the covered State that
have elected under such section 6908 to re-
ceive a share of the State payment for fiscal
year 2011; and

(ii) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal
year 2006 under such section 103(a)(2) for the
eligible counties in the State of Oregon that
have elected under such section 6908 to re-
ceive the county payment for fiscal year
2011.

(2) COVERED STATE.—The term ‘‘covered
State’” means each of the States of Cali-
fornia, Louisiana, Oregon, Pennsylvania,
South Carolina, South Dakota, Texas, and
Washington.

(3) ELIGIBLE COUNTY.—The term ‘‘eligible
county’ has the meaning given that term in
section 6908 of title 31, United States Code,
as added by section 2 of this Act.

(b) TRANSITION PAYMENTS.—For each of fis-
cal years 2008 through 2011, in lieu of the
payment amounts that otherwise would have
been made under section 6908 of title 31,
United States Code, as added by section 2 of
this Act, the Secretary of the Treasury shall
pay the adjusted amount to each covered
State and the eligible counties within the
covered State, as applicable.

(¢) DISTRIBUTION OF ADJUSTED AMOUNT.—It
is the intent of Congress that the method of
distributing the payments under subsection
(b) among the counties in a covered State
(other than California) for each of fiscal
years 2008 through 2011 be in the same pro-
portion that the payments were distributed
to the eligible counties in that State in fis-
cal year 2006.

(d) DISTRIBUTION OF PAYMENTS IN CALI-
FORNIA.—The following payments shall be
distributed among the eligible counties in
the State of California in the same propor-
tion that payments under section 102(a)(2) of
the Secure Rural Schools and Community
Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 500
note; Public Law 106-393), as in effect on Sep-
tember 29, 2006, were distributed to the eligi-
ble counties for fiscal year 2006:

(1) Payments to the State of California
under subsection (b).

(2) The shares of the eligible counties of
the State payment for California under sec-
tion 6908 of title 31, United States Code, as
added by section 2 of this Act, for fiscal year
2011.

(e) TREATMENT OF PAYMENTS.—Any pay-
ment made under subsection (b) shall be con-
sidered to be a payment made under section
6908 of title 31, United States Code, as added
by section 2 of this Act, except that each eli-
gible county receiving a payment under such
subsection or a portion of such payment
under subsection (c¢) or (d) shall reserve not
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less than 15 percent of the amount received
for expenditure in accordance with titles II
and IIT of the Secure Rural Schools and Com-
munity Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16
U.S.C. 500 note; Public Law 106-393), as re-
quired by subsection (h)(3) of such section
6908.

SEC. 4. CONSERVATION OF RESOURCES FEES.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF FEES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of the Interior by regulation shall
establish—

(A) a conservation of resources fee for pro-
ducing Federal oil and gas leases in the Gulf
of Mexico; and

(B) a conservation of resources fee for non-
producing Federal oil and gas leases in the
Gulf of Mexico.

(2) PRODUCING LEASE FEE TERMS.—The fee
under paragraph (1)(A)—

(A) subject to subparagraph (C), shall apply
to covered leases that are producing leases;

(B) shall be set at $9 per barrel for oil and
$1.25 per million Btu for gas, respectively, in
2005 dollars; and

(C) shall apply only to production of oil or
gas occurring—

(i) in any calendar year in which the arith-
metic average of the daily closing prices for
light sweet crude oil on the New York Mer-
cantile Exchange (NYMEX) exceeds $34.73 per
barrel for oil and $4.34 per million Btu for
gas in 2005 dollars; and

(ii) on or after October 1, 2006.

(3) NONPRODUCING LEASE FEE TERMS.—The
fee under paragraph (1)(B)—

(A) subject to subparagraph (C), shall apply
to leases that are nonproducing leases;

(B) shall be set at $3.75 per acre per year in
2005 dollars; and

(C) shall apply on and after October 1, 2006.

(4) TREATMENT OF RECEIPTS.—Amounts re-
ceived by the United States as fees under
this subsection shall be treated as offsetting
receipts.

(b) COVERED LEASE DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion the term ‘‘covered lease’ means a lease
for oil or gas production in the Gulf of Mex-
ico that is—

(1) in existence on the date of enactment of
this Act;

(2) issued by the Department of the Inte-
rior under section 304 of the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf Deep Water Royalty Relief Act
(43 U.S.C. 1337 note; Public Law 104-58); and

(3) not subject to limitations on royalty re-
lief based on market price that are equal to
or less than the price thresholds described in
clauses (v) through (vii) of section 8(a)(3)(C)
of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43
U.S.C. 1337(a)(3)(C)).

(¢) ROYALTY SUSPENSION PROVISIONS.—The
Secretary of the Interior shall agree to a re-
quest by any lessee to amend any lease
issued for Central and Western Gulf of Mex-
ico tracts during the period of January 1,
1998, through December 31, 1999, to incor-
porate price thresholds applicable to royalty
suspension provisions, or amend existing
price thresholds, in the amount of $34.73 per
barrel (2005 dollars) for oil and for natural
gas of $4.34 per million Btu (2005 dollars).
SEC. 5. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON DISTRIBUTION

OF SECURE RURAL SCHOOLS TRAN-
SITION PAYMENTS TO ELIGIBLE
COUNTIES.

It is the sense of Congress that amounts
made available by a State to an eligible
county under section 6908 of title 31, United
States Code, as added by section 2 of this
Act, or under section 3 of this Act to support
public schools in that county should be in
addition to, and not in lieu of, general funds
of the State made available to support public
schools in that county, and that the State
should not adjust education funding alloca-
tions to reflect the receipt of amounts under
such section 6908 or section 3.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. DEFAZIO) and the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) each will con-
trol 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

This is incredibly important legisla-
tion, and I hope it doesn’t devolve into
the partisan debate that’s been going
on earlier today to point the fingers of
blame on the current high cost of gaso-
line at the pump.

This is about another crisis the
American people are experiencing, not
as widespread as the cost of fuel, but
the impact will be even heavier on
more than 600 counties in 42 States and
hundreds of school districts across
America. This is the issue of whether
or not we should continue to com-
pensate these counties for the fact that
they have very high ownership of Fed-
eral lands and Federal forests. Federal
forest policy has changed, and their
revenues have diminished dramati-
cally, and many of them have no alter-
native, under their State constitution
or other laws, to go out and replace
those funds, particularly in the short
term.

It’s expensive. It would cost $1.9 bil-
lion over 4 years. But being sensitive to
the fact that many of us on this side of
the aisle feel that the policies of recent
years have put the country on the
verge of bankruptcy, we pay for it. In
fact, with the value of what we have in
here as a so-called offset in Washington
speak, the way we pay for it, with fees
on offshore oil leases that were inad-
vertently omitted by the Clinton ad-
ministration, would raise $3.3 billion.
That means we pay for rural schools
and counties. That’s 7,000 teachers.
That’s hundreds of deputy sheriffs,
hundreds of corrections officers, many
roadworkers, other critical public safe-
ty folks, public health, all across 42
States in America and 600 counties. We
pay for that with this bill. In fact, we
would help reduce the deficit, which is
something we’re handing off to our
kids and we do need to deal with, by
$1.4 billion.

Now, some will object to the offset,
that the oil companies shouldn’t be re-
quired to pay a fee even though they
got this royalty relief without a cap in-
advertently, by mistake, by a previous
administration. I really hope that they
don’t take the debate down that path.
That does not do the counties, the
schools, the teachers, the police, the
deputies, and the others justice.

Let’s focus on the issue at hand.
They have an alternative to fund this.
I have been trying desperately for more
than a year. It’s been quite some time
since this bill came out of committee,
and Mr. WALDEN and I joined in a bi-
partisan way earlier this year in a let-
ter on January 18 to the majority ask-
ing that this bill be brought up. And
then Mr. WALDEN on May 1 came to the
floor with Mr. BLUNT and asked that
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the bill be brought up. In fact, he sent
out a press release saying it’s been 44
legislative days and over 3 months,
that it’s a strongly bipartisan bill. I
hope it stays bipartisan. To extend
county payments has been ready for a
vote on the House floor. I simply do
not understand why the Democratic
leadership has not scheduled a vote.

Well, the Democratic leadership has
now scheduled a vote. And I hope that
we can get back to the bipartisanness.
I hope we can get back to the focus of
this debate. Let’s pass this bill and
move it over to the Senate. If you don’t
like the way it’s paid for, if you want
to protect the royalty relief for the oil
and gas industry, then vote ‘‘present,”
send the bill to the Senate, and see if
they can come up with, as they claim,
a better way to pay for it.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

This is, to be honest, a very sad day
on this bill today on the floor. As an
educator, I simply understand the need
for secure rural schools funding. As a
westerner and someone who served for
a long time in the State legislature, I
understand what payment in lieu of
taxes, or PILT, means to western coun-
ties.

Unfortunately, though, this bill that
is before us today did not get here
through regular order. This is not the
same bill we discussed in committee
nor is it the same bill that I and some
others cosponsored. It appears almost
as if political games are now being
played in an effort to pass this par-
ticular bill, which breaks new ground.
The precedent has always been, in deal-
ing with secure rural schools and PILT,
that we have dealt in a bipartisan man-
ner in an effort to find legal and politi-
cally feasible solutions to pay for se-
cure rural schools and payment in lieu
of taxes. We have always addressed
these two issues in a bipartisan man-
ner, always, until now. H.R. 3058, this
version of it, has broken that covenant.

When a version of this numbered bill
was passed in the Resources Com-
mittee, two promises were made to the
Republicans who cosponsored it, Mr.
WALDEN and me and others. The first
promise was that PILT would not be
decoupled from secure rural schools. I
cannot stress enough the importance of
PILT funding being coupled with se-
cure rural schools, as was promised.
Even the majority leader in the Senate
has said this is the key to the success
of this piece of legislation. And yet this
promise was broken.

Second, the offset using the 1998/1999
lease moneys was supposed to be taken
out by the time this came to the floor.
This set of money, which has already
been spent three times on three dif-
ferent bills, not the same pot of money,
the exact same dollars which have been
spent, is not going to be a solution to
this. The gentleman from Oregon sug-
gested last night that there might be
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constitutional concerns and we should
not listen to those. I have some sym-
pathy for that approach, but the fact of
the matter is his speech last night was
to the wrong audience. It should be to
the lower courts, who have already
ruled that this pot of money is not ac-
cessible to us.

In 2006 we passed the Deep Ocean En-
ergy Resources Act. Using these fees
for that was justifiable. Using it in this
bill is not justifiable. Those fees for the
Deep Ocean Energy Resources Act was
to fund programs and projects related
to conservation of OCS-related re-
sources. It was to increase America’s
energy supply and encourage domestic
energy development on the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf. Because we are no
longer using that and have now taken
them to a different level, it will be a
breach of the oil and gas leases and de-
signed to punish energy companies and
discourage much-needed domestic oil
and gas production. This bill sends now
a message to every energy company in
America that Congress will not respect
lease contracts and will result in less
oil, less gas production, which I cer-
tainly hope is not the objective of the
Democratic Party.

We need to have a different way of
paying for this bill that does not in-
clude an energy price-increasing bank-
rupt offset. We need a genuine offset
that will pay for both PILT and secure
rural schools without making Amer-
ica’s energy more expensive, less avail-
able. And to be honest, if the court up-
holds their ruling that they already
had, if the other courts do, there won’t
be any money for secure rural schools
in this project anyway.

Now, I know there will be people who
will tell us this is merely a bogus
placeholder. We don’t really mean to
use this money as the bill progresses
through, which simply shows that per-
haps PAYGO is nothing more than an
accounting game or scam as we're
looking at it, and that all we need to
do is give a blank check over to the
Senate, pass it along, and they will fill
in some reasonable way of funding this
particular bill. We will abdicate our re-
sponsibility of coming up with legal,
legitimate, responsible legislation be-
cause somewhere down the line, some-
one else will do it.

If the Senate, indeed, has a secret
magical formula for funding this bill,
why wasn’t it in the farm bill? Why
wasn’t it in the extension of the Rural
Schools Act? Why did the Senate not
put it in a bill and send it over here? Or
why did the sponsor not negotiate with
the Senate to insert it in this bill so we
could discuss it in the House?

The promise was before this bill to
the floor there would be a legitimate
source for an offset. It is not there. In-
stead, we seem to be playing a game of
political gotcha, which is so sad be-
cause there was a compromise that
could have funded this bill and done it
in a legally effective way. It was pre-
sented by the National Education Asso-
ciation on behalf of schools. It was sup-
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ported by the consortium of counties.
It was supported by energy producers
that would have fully funded PILT,
fully funded the secure rural schools,
expanded energy options. It would have
given States control over sand and
gravel for beach replenishment, over
the viewshed, States control over their
offshore renewable energies, would
have funded energy and minerals high-
er education program, and be done with
real money, not the funny money in
this particular bill. It is language that
is similar to a bipartisan bill passed in
the 109th Congress which was supported
by Mr. DEFAzIO and 39 other Demo-
crats in a bipartisan way.

The question that we have to ask
ourselves today is why are we con-
fronted on suspension with a bill that
has a phony PAYGO offset, money that
we know is not there? Why are we pre-
sented with a suspension bill that has
already been rejected by the Senate,
that has already been rejected by the
administration? Why instead did we
not agree to go with the compromise
approach, which would have had real
offsets and provided real solutions to
fully fund our schools, to fully fund
PILT, and not to have to take it out of
the hide of anyone who stops at a gas
pump this weekend? Now, that’s what
we should have done, and we didn’t do
it. And that’s why this is a very, very
sad day on a bill that was not discussed
in committee.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. DEFAZIO. It’s not phony, it’s
just painful. Schools, teachers, cops,
Big Oil. It’s a tough choice for some
people. Not for me. I'd be happy to
stick with this, all the way through
sending it to the President. But some
on that side of the aisle, particularly in
the Senate, don’t want to do that. If
the money has not been spent because
the Republicans in the Senate have re-
jected it to pay for other wvaluable
things, this is a valuable thing to pay
for.

With that, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr. THOMP-
SON).

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I
thank the gentleman for yielding and
also thank you for your great work on
this bill, Mr. DEFAZzIO, and thank you
especially for paying for the bill.

Mr. Speaker and Members, county
governments don’t receive property tax
for lands owned and controlled by the
Federal Government. However, they
are obligated to provide services in
those areas. The Secure Rural Schools
and Community Self-Determination
Act was created to compensate local
governments for the tax exempt status
of the public lands within their county.
If we fail to reauthorize this important
program, teachers will be laid off, kids
will be short-changed on their edu-
cation, and county roads will go
unmaintained.

In my district, over 1.2 million acres
are controlled by the Federal Govern-
ment. The National Forest Service
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land in my district is twice the size of
the State of Rhode Island, and every
acre, every acre is exempt from prop-
erty tax. In one of my counties, 40 per-
cent of the roads are within the Na-
tional Forest. So that county is re-
sponsible for maintaining the roads
that run through the very property
that is exempt from the taxes that pay
for our roads.

It’s unconscionable for the Federal
Government to walk away from this
obligation to rural local governments.
Rural counties have no other options.
We have made a commitment on this
issue. Now let’s live up to our word.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. As we now talk
about a bill that a commitment was
made but does not exist anymore, I
yield 12 minutes to the gentleman
from California (Mr. HERGER).

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, counties
and schools in my district need a life-
line. They don’t need partisanship.
They don’t need a talking point. They
need leadership, which will result in an
actual law being passed to help them.

Secure rural schools has rested on
hard work by grassroots supporters and
bipartisan efforts in Congress. So why
are we moving a bill that divides our
coalition by removing PILT and tying
secure rural schools to a controversial
offset that we know will fail in the
Senate?

This bill does nothing to help our
counties and schools because it has no
chance of becoming law. Yesterday,
there was an effort to rescue this legis-
lation with a compromise that would
extend a lifeline to rural counties and
every American through new domestic
oil production and lower gas prices.
That proposal was rejected because we
were told the majority will not allow
consideration of any bill that increases
domestic oil supplies.

America and our counties and
schools deserve better. I urge a ‘‘no”’
vote.

Mr. DEFAZIO. I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WU).

Mr. WU. I rise in strong support of
H.R. 3058, and I want to thank my good
friend and colleague, Mr. DEFAZIO, for
his hard work and tireless work on this
issue.

Almost exactly 100 years ago, Con-
gress passed a law creating a partner-
ship with rural counties with a high
percentage of Federal land, and Con-
gress realized that because the Federal
lands were off-limits to the counties
for development and they would never
contribute to the tax base, that these
counties should be compensated for
permanent loss of any tax revenues.
The law allowed a percentage of the
revenue produced from Federal land re-
sources to be returned to the county.
Counties were then able to use these
funds for public safety, public schools,
and public roads.

Over the years, because of changes in
Federal forest policy, the revenue for
Federal lands has decreased and Fed-
eral lands are still off limits for devel-
opment, and this leads many counties

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

in the American West with dramatic
decreases in the tax base.

In 2000, we passed the Secure Rural
Schools and Community Self-Deter-
mination Act in order to provide a sta-
ble base of funding to the affected
counties. But that act has not been re-
authorized and the Federal payments
are scheduled to end June 30. This is a
very, very serious issue in Oregon and
across the American West, where coun-
ties have already, in preparation for
this date, in preparation for future
budgets, begun to issue pink slips.
They have issued pink slips to police,
firefighters, teachers, and other essen-
tial personnel. It is not an exaggera-
tion to say that Oregonians may have
their lives endangered because of these
cuts, if they take place.

The bill that my good friend and col-
league from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) has
submitted would provide an extension
of payments through fiscal 2011 to
counties that previously received these
payments. And to maintain fiscal re-
sponsibility, the bill is fully paid for
with offsets, and it reduces payments
to counties by 15 percent each year,
asking all to make sacrifices.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Can I inquire as to the
time remaining, please.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
RO0sS). The gentleman from Oregon has
12 minutes remaining. The gentleman
from Utah has 122 minutes remaining.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from California
(Mr. DOOLITTLE).

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, this
program needs to be reauthorized. I
represent northeastern California,
which is one of the top recipients of
money under this Secure Rural Schools
and Community Self-Determination
Act, which expired a couple of years
ago. Just to give you an example,
Plumas County School District in my
district receives roughly 20 percent of
their annual operating budget from
these funds. Without this money, the
county is prepared to lay off 9 out of
the 16 administrators; 47 teachers out
of a total of 150; close all school librar-
ies; possibly close some or all cafe-
terias; and cut transportation services.
Another county adjoining Plumas that
I represent is Sierra. They would need
to lay off nearly 40 percent of their
teachers and administrators.

Today’s bill will not become law and
therefore does nothing to support our
rural counties. We cannot continue to
go from year to year without this being
resolved. In California, if you don’t
have the funding assured, layoff no-
tices are sent off by March 15 of the
year. For the second year in a row,
those layoff notices have already gone
out. We lose valuable teachers that do
not come back once the funding has
been restored.

This debate should be about schools
and public infrastructure, not used as
fodder to drive an anti-oil agenda. This
process that we are using is deplorable.
We were told that PILT would be in-
cluded, but it was stripped out of the
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bill on its way to the floor. We were
told there would be an acceptable off-
set, not one that has been rejected on
three previous occasions by the U.S.
Senate. But there is none.

We are also considering this bill
under suspension of the bills, denying
the minority a right to offer an alter-
native and preventing any Member
from offering alternative offsets. A
compromise has been offered and re-
jected.

For this reason, I would urge defeat
of the bill.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on this bill under
consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oregon?

There was no objection.

Mr. DEFAZIO. With that, I would
yield 12 minutes to the gentleman
from Washington State (Mr. BAIRD).

Mr. BAIRD. I rise in strong support
of H.R. 3058, the Public Land Commu-
nities Transition Act, and I commend
my dear friend, PETER DEFAZIO. I have
rarely seen a Member of Congress work
so diligently on behalf of his constitu-
ents. He also works on behalf of my
constituents because in southwest
Washington, we are one of the 10 most
forested districts in the entire country.
So much of the land in my district is
under control of the Forest Service.
Counties like Lewis, Skamania, and
Cowlitz rely on Secure Rural Schools
money to keep public safety working.

My friends, we have to work to pass
this bill. It is urgent, as many speakers
have said. It is a bit ironic, however, to
criticize the bill and say the criticism
is because this bill will not become
law, and then vote against it. Things
don’t become law around here when
people vote against them. Things be-
come law when people vote for them.

Because of that, I would encourage
my colleagues to vote for this bill.
Without this bill, 600 counties across
the country that are home to millions
of Americans would be left behind.
Without this program, millions of rural
communities would face steep job
losses, breakdowns in services and in-
frastructure, and deep cuts to school
budgets. Without this funding, almost
7,000 teachers and other educational
staff will be laid off across the country.
They are facing termination as we
speak.

Delay should not be an option. Pas-
sage should be our remedy. I urge pas-
sage of this fine bill.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I am pleased to
yield 2 minutes to the ranking member
of the Agriculture Committee, the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE).

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in opposition to H.R. 3058, the Public
Land Communities Transition Act of
2008. Mr. Speaker, this bill had the op-
portunity to provide rural schools with
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the much-needed funding that allows
them to keep their doors open and
serve sparsely-populated areas. Unfor-
tunately, the majority decided to offset
this bill with provisions that will in-
crease the cost of gas to the American
public. Already paying $4 a gallon at
the pumps, Americans should not be
forced to bear further increases, espe-
cially those living in rural areas that,
on average, already drive greater dis-
tances.

The fee increases on o0il and gas
leases would place further confines on
domestic energy production at a time
when we need to be expanding produc-
tion and building our Nation’s energy
independence.

This provision was included in the
farm bill that was brought to the
House floor a year ago, and was one of
several tax increasing provisions that
drew criticism from House Members, as
well as the Senate and the White
House. It would be disingenuous to sing
praises of this bill when the cost of pro-
viding support to rural schools would
be borne by the very rural constituents
we are trying to help.

There is a proposed compromise that
was introduced in the 109th Congress
and enjoyed broad bipartisan support.
It would solve the problems created by
the oil and gas lease provisions in H.R.
3058 by increasing domestic energy ex-
ploration and production, thereby help-
ing to reduce the gas prices for the
American consumer. At the same time,
this alternative would provide the nec-
essary funding for rural school dis-
tricts. That alternative would be some-
thing I could stand behind but, unfor-
tunately, that is not the bill we are
considering today.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘“‘no.” 1
urge them to vote against the policy
that will raise gas prices for Americans
when they have the opportunity to do
it right and create increased domestic
energy production and solve this prob-
lem for our rural schools.

Mr. DEFAZIO. At this point I would
yield 1% minutes to the gentlelady
from Oregon (Ms. HOOLEY) whose dis-
trict is impacted.

Ms. HOOLEY. I would like to thank
my colleague, Mr. DEFAzIO, for all of
the work that he has done on this bill.
Look, I grew up in a family where if
you made a promise, you kept that
promise. A deal is a deal.

County payments available for 100
years are payment for the Federal Gov-
ernment owning 57 percent of the for-
ested land in Oregon. If the Federal
Government did not make these pay-
ments, these counties would have very
little in the way of infrastructure fund-
ing.

This money will cut the following
services if we don’t have it, and it will
impact our most vulnerable citizens:
Loss of sheriffs; loss of DAs; loss of eco-
nomic development services and juve-
nile services; loss of mental health
services, public health, and in general,
loss of veterans services and senior
services. The loss of county payments
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means the loss of sheriffs. In just one
county, Curry County alone, three
sheriffs will have to patrol an area the
same size as Connecticut, which has a
police force of 2,000.

This bill is a 4-year extension of the
Secure Rural Schools. This program
will not continue unless we give this an
appropriation. It needs to pass to pro-
vide that critical funding for our coun-
ties. I cannot over-emphasize the need
for this legislation for Oregon and for
the Nation to maintain its 100-year-old
bargain with the National Forest
States. I encourage my colleagues to
support its passage today.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. May I inquire
how much time is left.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Utah has 8% minutes re-
maining. The gentleman from Oregon
has 9.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. With that, I
would yield 2 minutes to the ranking
member of the Resources Committee,
the gentleman from Alaska (Mr.
YOUNG).

(Mr. YOUNG asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker,
when this bill came out of the com-
mittee, I thought we had an agreement
where there would be an offset and a
payment of the bill. Unfortunately,
that did not occur, so consequently I
will be voting against this legislation
because it doesn’t do what it says it is
going to do. Very frankly, this is funny
money, and the schools won’t be, as we
want them to be, funded, and that is
unfortunate.

But I am also going to talk about a
lot of the statements on the floor, and
my good friend from Oregon has to un-
derstand that I do watch the debate.
There were some statements made that
I think were incorrect, in fact I know,
not think, about ANWR and about
PET4 and about independence.

There has been no oil shipped over-
seas from Alaska. It all goes to the
West Coast, at one time through the
Panama Canal, through a pipeline, for
American consumption, all 17 billion
barrels of oil. And if we were to open
ANWR or the Chukchi Sea it would go
to the United States. It wouldn’t go
overseas to China or Japan. We could
make sure of that as we vote for it on
this House floor, as we did when we had
the Trans-Alaska Pipeline.

I think it is important that the
American public recognize that we do
have a supply problem. And anybody
who denies that, I have heard these ar-
guments for 25 years, well, we only do
have one month or 6 months or what-
ever it is oil supply, so we shouldn’t do
it. If we have that 1 million barrels a
day, Chavez would not have the ability
to blackmail us, or if Nigeria had an
upheaval, there wouldn’t be the spike
in oil prices.

A lot of people are pointing their fin-
gers at all the problems, the big oil,
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the speculators, and I do think there is
some merit in the speculators because
they know we haven’t acted on the sup-
ply side ever since the Trans-Alaska
Pipeline. Not one time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 30 seconds.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Let’s follow
this train a little bit further. If we
don’t increase our supply, Mr. and Mrs.
America, instead of $4 a gallon, it is
going to be $10 a gallon by January 1.

We must act in this Congress, and if
you do not, may the wrath come down
on you and may you be punished for
what you have not done. We must ad-
dress this issue in this Congress. I urge
my colleagues to consider the supply
side. Comnsider it. And this legislation
itself has its weak points, too.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from West
Virginia (Mr. RAHALL), the chairman of
the Natural Resources Committee.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of H.R. 3058, the Public Land
Communities Transition Assistance
Act. As the chairman of the Committee
on Natural Resources, I do want to ex-
press my deep appreciation to the gen-
tleman from Oregon, PETER DEFAZIO,
for his strongly tenacious efforts and
determined determination on behalf of
this legislation. He has more than ade-
quately explained the bill. My purpose
is to stress the urgency of this body
acting on the legislation.

This legislation, commonly referred
to as the ‘‘county payments bill,” was
enacted in 2000 to provide stability in
revenue sharing payments made to the
States and counties containing Federal
forest lands. This funding has been ex-
tremely important, critically so in
many cases, in assisting schools and
communities in rural counties across
the country, including my home State
of West Virginia. Yet the Congress has
failed to reauthorize the program.

This Congress, with a Democratic
majority, is attempting to pick up the
pieces of a program that was looking at
being eliminated square in the eye.
Last year we managed to pass a 1-year
extension of county payments, but that
is due to expire at the end of this
month. So I cannot stress enough the
urgency of today’s vote.

Critical funding for schools and coun-
ty services across the country will
evaporate if we do not act today. In-
deed, the National Forest Counties and
Schools Coalition estimates that about
7,000 teachers and other educational
staff will be laid off as of June 30th
when their contracts expire if this body
does not act. That is something worth
thinking about. Students in rural for-
est counties across this Nation will be
deprived of almost 7,000 teachers and
the other educational staff.

Now, some have taken issue with the
pay-for, the offset being used for this
bill, which is a conservation of re-
sources fee on a class of Federal oil and
gas leases in the Gulf of Mexico that
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are unduly enjoying royalty relief by
virtue of not having price thresholds.

This is not a new proposal. This body
has considered it before, and rightly so.
My colleagues, to date the American
people have been deprived of over $1
billion in Federal royalties as a result
of this situation. That is over 1 billion
with a ‘““B’ dollars, something worth
thinking about.

We now learn that in the future if
this situation is not corrected, the
American people will be fleeced to the
tune of $4 billion and to a high of $14
billion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia has expired.

Mr. DEFAZIO. 1 yield the gentleman
an additional 15 seconds.

Mr. RAHALL. That figure could go as
high as $14 billion, depending on the
price of o0il and natural gas and the
amount produced from these leases.

So it is very important that we rec-
ognize this bill does have funding
sources and that is what we are trying
to do here, at the same time generating
funds to pay for teachers and the edu-
cation of our school children.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 30 seconds to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. BRADY).

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
one of the reasons this Congress has
the lowest approval ratings in poll his-
tory is it keeps playing political games
instead of solving real problems like
energy prices or supporting our troops
in Iraq.

Today we are doing the same, playing
games with our rural schools, with our
rural counties, with our rural fire-
fighters and police forces. Unfortu-
nately, this bill is deader than a door-
nail, only because some political ge-
nius decided they would like to pit
those of us who support rural schools
against our energy companies. Well,
guess what? Everyone loses, especially
our rural communities who fought for
this. This bill is a shame.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman is correct. It’s teachers or cops
or Big Oil.

With that, I would yield 1%2 minutes
to the gentlewoman from South Da-
kota (Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN).

Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

I rise today in support of H.R. 3058,
the Public Land Communities Transi-
tion Assistance Act, and I too thank
the gentleman from Oregon, Mr.
DEFAzIO, for his tireless efforts to re-
authorize the Secure Rural Schools
program. I also thank the House Com-
mittee on Natural Resources and the
House leadership for their work on this
legislation.

H.R. 3058 would reauthorize the se-
cure rural schools program for 4 years.
Annual payments to counties impacted
by National Forest lands are an impor-
tant part of many school districts’
budgets, and failure to reauthorize the
Secure Rural schools would force very
difficult decisions in counties and
school districts in over 40 States.
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In the State of South Dakota, the
Black Hills National Forest is a special
place and a highly valued resource. Yet
the national ownership of this land has
clear impacts on finances of counties in
western South Dakota. For example,
under the Secure Rural Schools pro-
gram, Custer County schools receive
approximately $310,000 for the 2007-2008
school year. If this program isn’t reau-
thorized, Custer schools would receive
about $90,000. The loss of $210,000 would
likely lead to eliminating numerous
teaching positions and increasing class
sizes to as many as 40 students per
class.

Custer County isn’t alone. If we fail
to reauthorize the secure rural schools
program, almost 7,000 teachers and
other educational staff will be laid off
across the country as of June 30, 2008,
when their contracts expire. H.R. 3058
provides a new distribution formula
and transition payments as counties
adjust.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman from South
Dakota has expired.

Mr. DEFAZIO. 1 yield the gentle-
woman an additional 15 seconds.

Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. On the off-
set, by my count, 48 of my Republican
colleagues have in the past voted for
legislation that included this offset.
That was all in 2007, before oil went
over $100 a barrel. So I would think
that even those of us that do support
expanded exploration and drilling for
energy sources on public lands would
agree that it should be equitable and
Federal royalty payments should be
paid when we are extracting oil re-
sources from public lands.

I encourage my colleagues to support
this fair, bipartisan bill.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I would
inquire as to the time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Oregon has 4 minutes re-
maining. The gentleman from Utah has
5% minutes remaining.

Mr. DEFAZIO. I suggest the gen-
tleman use some of his time, because I
only have one more speaker and then I
will be closing.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
will be happy to yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN)
who has worked tirelessly on this issue
in a bipartisan way in the past.

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Mr. Speak-
er, it is unfortunate that we have ar-
rived here today like an out-of-control
car skidding to a stop. Let’s not forget
why we are here. We are here because
of a changed Federal timber policy
that has bankrupted the people that
live in my district and many of yours,
and as a result we now have fires at
costs that are unbelievable. They are
historic. We are burning more acres of
our Federal forests than at any time in
our Nation’s history, and we are paying
more for it. Forty-seven percent of the
Federal budget for the Forest Service
now goes to put out fires.

H4925

Yet we have shut down the Federal
forests from active management. That
is why we are here today, because the
revenues that used to flow to our com-
munities to pay for basic services, to
be the good partner that Teddy Roo-
sevelt envisioned the great forest re-
serves more than 100 years ago, to be a
partnership with the local community,
that partnership, that bond, that
pledge has been broken. People are put
out of work. Services are lost.

The tragedy that brings us here
today is another broken promise, and
that is when this bill was considered by
the House Natural Resources Com-
mittee there was a consistent and com-
mon pledge that this bill would be
brought to the floor with a different
offset.

I have a quote here from the spokes-
person from the committee that makes
that very clear. It says very clearly, it
is definitely our intention for the
money not to come from increased fees
on oil and gas companies.

It is definitely not our intention for
the money to come from increased fees
on oil and gas companies. That is what
the committee said. I just couldn’t
read it. It is too far in front of me. I
apologize.

That clearly is not the case. It is
clearly not the case. So we have before
us a bill with a broken promise, first of
all, and it didn’t have to be that way.

Yes, I have come to this floor repeat-
edly and called for this bill to come to
this floor for consideration. I don’t
know why it was held hostage for 130 or
so days. But I came here calling for
this bill to come to the floor with the
clear understanding, the promise and
pledge of that committee that it would
come here with a different offset, one
that was palatable. That promise and
pledge was broken.

Meanwhile, I know the Speaker was
out in Oregon a while back and said
where we go from here is we ought to
phase out that system. That doesn’t
sound like the Speaker is very sup-
portive to me.

So what we have here today is an off-
set of questionable legality. And I say
that not because I am a lawyer, I am
not, but because of court cases that
have occurred that said when it comes
to levying a fee on conservation of re-
sources on the Outer Continental Shelf,
that leases that exist today prohibit
the application of future laws and regu-
lations except future regulations re-
lated to conservation of the resources
of the Outer Continental Shelf.

What does that mean in real people
talk? It means if you are going to levy
the fee that you plan to levy, you have
to spend it in a legal way, which is on
conservation efforts on the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf, or else the courts will
say you are not following the decisions
we already gave you, Mobil v. U.S.,
among others. So this is of question-
able legal status.

So, I asked my colleague from Or-
egon, we talked, we have worked really
closely on this issue over the years in
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a bipartisan manner, and I said I think
we are going to have a lot of problems
on our side with this and I don’t think
it is legal. And indeed that is where we
are today.

So we have exchanged letters. My
colleague wrote me on May 30. Mr.
DEFAZIO said if you have other sugges-
tions for offsets that won’t raise the ire
of o0il patch or mineral-dependent
Members, I would welcome the input.
So we talked on Monday and I said give
me a day. This is rushed on the suspen-
sion of the rules. Give me a day to
come up with an alternative, and we
did.

We spent all day yesterday with the
Congressional Budget Office, technical
experts, legal experts, and we came up
with a proposal that legally funds
county payments, legally and fully
funds PILT, legally and fully accesses
energy resources on the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf. It is very similar to a pro-
posal that my colleague from the
Fourth District voted for that was
passed by this house less than 2 years
ago that would generate revenue le-
gally. By the way, for those 98-99
leases, we do levy a fee so that they do
pay, but we do it in a constitutional
legal way so it is applied for conserva-
tion, coastal line improvements.
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So we get at the 98-99 lease issue in
a legal way under this proposal. The
Coalition of County Roads and Schools,
we presented this to them yesterday
afternoon, they embraced it whole-
heartedly. But it was rejected.

Under suspension of the rules, I am
not allowed to offer it as an alter-
native. If this bill goes down today on
a vote on the suspension calendar, it
can be brought up. The placeholder
that this represents is a seat on a bus
going into a cliff. It is going off the
cliff and into a chasm. Fortunately,
there is a cable attached to that bus. If
this goes down today, counties aren’t
lost. They can come back, bring it up
under a rule and we can have a real and
substantive debate about a way to fully
fund it.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 30, 2008.
Hon. GREG WALDEN,
Longworth House Office Building,
Washington, DC.

DEAR GREG: As you know, I worked with
the administration to come up with several
other potential offsets to pay for a multi-
year extension of the county payments pro-
gram. Unfortunately, those offsets were
strongly objected to on a bi-partisan basis. If
you have other suggestions for offsets that
won’t raise the ire of oil patch or mineral-de-
pendent members, I would welcome the
input.

I look forward to talking to you this after-
noon or on Monday.

Sincerely,
PETER A. DEFAZIO,
Member of Congress.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Just in response, the
gentleman asked three times to bring
this bill to the floor with these offsets,
and the gentleman from Utah actually
said in committee: I am specifically
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looking at offshore drilling fees, which
is a concept of a new fee that is there.
I am more than happy to go in that di-
rection.

But today they’re not.

I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER).

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the
gentleman’s courtesy as I appreciate
his leadership and tireless effort to
help keep this alive.

I understand the frustration of my
friend from Oregon that just spoke. He
should be frustrated, because his Re-
publican Party was in total control for
6 years with the Presidency, with both
Houses of Congress, and there is a situ-
ation that he doesn’t like. I understand
it. T understand his frustration. If I
were in his position, I would be, too. It
was the Republican Congress that did
not extend this program and allowed it
to expire.

There is a simple choice before us
today where we have an opportunity to
deal with the needs of hundreds of
thousands of rural Americans, not just
in Oregon, but from 40 States around
the country, or the interests of a few
o0il companies who are making money
hand over fist, and they are making
some money that they shouldn’t be-
cause they are not paying what they
should under the leases.

We have already dealt with this ca-
nard that somehow the answer is to
give the o0il industy access to more
land to drill. Oil companies have been
granted 42 million acres of which they
are only using 12 million currently, so
they have 30 million acres of area that
they could potentially drill and they
are not drilling now. Somehow we
should come up with something more
to give to them, allow them to have
more money, ignores the issue here
today.

I would suggest that we ought to re-
spect the work of Mr. DEFAZIO in
bringing this forward. Frankly, I was
frustrated at the negative comment
about Speaker PELOSI who said that,
instead of pushing these people off a
cliff, that she would work to cushion
the blow, to help phase it down. She
was trying to help instead of cutting
them off. She has been helpful in mov-
ing this forward, and taking a shot at
the Speaker is unfair and if you are
trying to solve the problem, it is un-
wise.

It is the Republicans for 6 years that
had the control, who didn’t exercise it.
This is a constructive alternative. I
suggest that we recognize the need of
these hundreds of thousands of Ameri-
cans, not a few oil companies.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield to myself the balance of our time.

I appreciate Chairman RAHALL from
the committee coming down here ear-
lier to speak on the bill. When this bill
was under his control, he treated us
with kindness and consideration.

In the tornado of words that we have
heard here today, there is one thought
that still comes through: We need a
permanent solution. This bill is half a
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bill without a permanent solution and
without an offset that is legitimate.
The counties, the education commu-
nity, and the energy companies pre-
sented a real solution that would really
pay, not a phony placeholder, but real
money that would pay for full tilt, full
secure rural schools, a real solution to
real problems. This bill is the wrong
bill, the wrong process, at the wrong
time, and should be defeated.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of our time.

This is a difficult choice. It is always
difficult to choose between your con-
stituents and your patrons. The pa-
trons heavily to that side of that aisle
have been Big Oil. This would hurt Big
0Oil. They would actually have to pay a
fee for leases that were written improp-
erly where they don’t pay any royalties
to the American taxpayers at a time of
record prices. That hurts.

Yes, it is true. So far, a bare minor-
ity of Senators have rejected it, pre-
viously. Maybe they won’t this time.
Maybe with oil at $125 a barrel they
will go along with it and say we can
get some good out of this for a change.
We can help kids get an education. We
can keep teachers employed. We can
provide money to police our counties
and to keep people in jail who need to
be there, and for other public services
and public works. We can do those
things. But we have got to have some
guts. Every once in a while you have
got to stand up.

We hear all this stuff, all we need is
more leases. Their staff boycotted a
meeting last week. They sprung a pro-
posal last night, which is a Republican
bill, not a single Democrat on it, and
would open up offshore oil drilling,
which is not acceptable to the Repub-
lican Governor of California, to the Re-
publican Governor of Florida, and
many others. It is a nonstarter. Come
on, guys, let’s get real. This is your
choice. This is it.

There are 6,312 nonproducing leases
on the OCS. This bill would make those
companies begin to produce, or pay a
fee for not producing. If you want to
help provide more supply, which is
what a lot of the debate has been about
today, let’s impose a fee on those 6,312
wells. And, in the meantime, let’s get
some good of that money for the Amer-
ican people. Help 7,000 teachers, help
the kids in rural schools, help our dep-
uty sheriffs, help our people who do
corrections, help the people who have a
backlog of road and bridge projects all
across rural America. Help 42 States.
Help 600 counties.

This is your only vote. This is your
time. Sometimes you have to make
tough choices. I urge an ‘‘aye’ vote on
this bill.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the bill
before us today, H.R. 3058, represents a thin-
ly veiled attempt to create a partisan fight over
a nonpartisan issue. For several years now,
Members from both sides of the aisle have
struggled to find a way to pay for the reauthor-
ization of the Secure Rural Schools program.
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We have found such a compromise in Con-
gressman Walden’s substitute to H.R. 3058.
But that is not what we are voting on today.

The Walden compromise that has been ap-
proved by the stakeholder organizations con-
tains reauthorization of both Payments in Lieu
of Taxes and the Secure Rural Schools pro-
gram which are so vital for people whose
counties are majority owned by the Federal
Government, and thus don’t have the property
tax base to support education. But that is not
the bill we are voting on today.

The proposed Walden compromise address-
es our growing energy crisis by expanding
state control and protection of the outer conti-
nental shelf, and by producing new energy in
the deep ocean. It provides funding for front-
end engineering and design grants for coal-to-
liquids, oil shale, tar sands, carbon sequestra-
tion, and enhanced oil recovery.

Congressman WALDEN'S compromise pro-
posal contains provisions that have been pre-
viously debated on this floor, passed by this
body, and approved by the administration. But
that is not the bill we are voting on today.

The bill we are voting on today breaks con-
tracts that were negotiated in good faith be-
tween the previous administration and Amer-
ican energy providers. The bill we are voting
on today has prompted a veto threat, and will
probably not even make it through the House
today. If the majority wants to make this a par-
tisan vote, so be it. That is their prerogative.
But let me make one thing clear; the super-
intendents of Groveton, Crockett, Latexo,
Grapeland, Lovelady, and Kennard Inde-
pendent School Districts do not care about
partisanship. The reality of what we are doing
today is that these, and thousands of other
school administrators, are going to have to cut
jobs and programs as they see their revenues
shrink drastically. All for the sake of making a
political statement.

When Congress decided to take land out of
the tax base of thousands of rural counties in
order to create our National Forest System,
we made a promise to help cover the cost of
education. We have a chance to fulfill this
promise by taking up the Walden compromise
for Secure Rural Schools and PILT reauthor-
ization. | urge my colleagues to vote no on the
political stab before us today, and | urge ma-
jority to bring to the floor Congressman WAL-
DEN’S proposal as soon as possible. Our rural
communities depend on it.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
strong support for H.R. 3058, the Public Lands
Communities Transition Act. This legislation
will provide crucial funding to school districts
located in Federal forest counties. Without
these funds, these school districts will have to
make large cuts to their educational services
and programs.

It is imperative to address the fact that
these counties have little to no local tax base
to levy for their school districts. Therefore, any
assistance from the Federal Government is
essential.

Mr. Speaker, with the passage of this bill,
we will ensure that the education of our chil-
dren will not fall victim to devastating cuts in
these areas. Adequate education should be
provided to all of our children, regardless of
where they live. | urge all of my colleagues to
join me in supporting this bill with bipartisan
support.

Mr. DEFAZIO. I yield back the balance
of my time.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
DEFAZzIO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3058, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 3021, 21ST CENTURY
GREEN HIGH-PERFORMING PUB-
LIC SCHOOL FACILITIES ACT

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 1234 and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1234

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3021) to direct
the Secretary of Education to make grants
and low-interest loans to local educational
agencies for the construction, moderniza-
tion, or repair of public kindergarten, ele-
mentary, and secondary educational facili-
ties, and for other purposes. The first read-
ing of the bill shall be dispensed with. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived except those arising under
clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. General debate
shall be confined to the bill and shall not ex-
ceed one hour equally divided and controlled
by the chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Education and
Labor. After general debate the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the five-
minute rule. It shall be in order to consider
as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Education
and Labor now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points
of order against the committee amendment
in the nature of a substitute are waived ex-
cept those arising under clause 10 of rule
XXI. Notwithstanding clause 11 of rule
XVIII, no amendment to the committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute
shall be in order except those printed in the
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution. Each such amend-
ment may be offered only in the order print-
ed in the report, may be offered only by a
Member designated in the report, shall be
considered as read, shall be debatable for the
time specified in the report equally divided
and controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment,
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question in the House or in the
Committee of the Whole. All points of order
against such amendments are waived except
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI.
At the conclusion of consideration of the bill
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for amendment the Committee shall rise and
report the bill to the House with such
amendments as may have been adopted. Any
Member may demand a separate vote in the
House on any amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

SEC. 2. During consideration in the House
of H.R. 3021 pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous
question, the Chair may postpone further
consideration of the bill to such time as may
be designated by the Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Ohio is recognized for 1
hour.

Ms. SUTTON. For the purpose of de-
bate only, I yield the customary 30
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART). All time
yielded during consideration of the rule
is for debate only.

I yield myself such time as I may
consume. I also ask unanimous consent
that all Members be given 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks on H. Res. 1234.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, H. Res.
1234 provides for consideration of H.R.
3021, the 21st Century Green High-Per-
forming Public Facilities Act, under a
structured rule. The rule provides 1
hour of general debate controlled by
the Committee on Education and
Labor. The rule makes in order eight
amendments which are printed in the
Rules Committee report. The rule also
provides one motion to recommit, with
or without instructions.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to rise today
in strong support of H.R. 3021, the 21st
Century Green High-Performing Public
Schools Facilities Act. This legislation
is important and groundbreaking be-
cause it simultaneously addresses im-
portant issues confronting our Nation
in the 21st century, improving our edu-
cation system, modernizing our build-
ings and infrastructures to be environ-
mentally sustainable, and creating jobs
to grow our economy.

Mr. Speaker, our Nation’s school dis-
tricts are struggling to make essential
improvements during these lean eco-
nomic times. According to recent esti-
mates, America’s schools are hundreds
of billions of dollars short of the fund-
ing needed to ensure that every stu-
dent attends a high quality facility.
Too many parents across this country
are forced to drop off their children at
schools that are falling apart, schools
with leaking roofs and faulty electrical
systems, schools with outdated tech-
nology which compromises their abil-
ity to achieve and succeed.

Our bill provides $33.2 billion over 5
years for schools across the country for
projects to modernize, renovate, and
repair their facilities. This funding is
crucial to improve our schools so that
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the students have a healthy and safe
environment in which to learn and de-
velop the knowledge and the skills nec-
essary to compete in today’s work-
force.

H.R. 3021 also addresses disparities in
school facilities funding. It directs the
Secretary of Education to distribute
funds to school districts according to
the same need-based formula used
under title I of the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act which pro-
vides funding for low income school
districts. Funding provided in this bill
can be used for energy efficiency and
technology improvements, asbestos re-
moval and lead abatement, and for en-
suring that schools are prepared for
emergencies. The funding is provided
with few restrictions, which will allow
individual schools to satisfy their indi-
vidual needs.

Renovating schools so that they are
environmentally sustainable will pro-
vide numerous health and educational
benefits for students. Increasing air
quality and lighting will enhance our
students’ ability to focus and learn,
while reducing student sick days and
improving the health of students with
asthma and other respiratory prob-
lems.
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Green schools also cost about 2 per-
cent less than conventional schools,
while providing financial benefits that
are 20 times as large, utilizing 33 per-
cent less energy and 32 percent less
water than traditional schools.

Enabling students to attend environ-
mentally sustainable schools not only
insures a healthy learning environ-
ment. It will also naturally facilitate
environmental literacy in our youth.
This will help our children grow into
stewards of our environment and nat-
ural resources that we must treasure
and preserve for future generations.

Unfortunately, many schools in my
district and across the Nation are also
forced to address difficult security
challenges. For example, Brunswick
High School in my district is the larg-
est single-level high school building in
Ohio, stretching a quarter of a mile
from end to end with 60 entrances. As
you can imagine, this presents a formi-
dable security challenge for teachers
and administrators.

For these reasons, Congresswoman
McCARTHY and I have worked to in-
clude a provision in the manager’s
amendment for this legislation that
will allow schools to improve building
infrastructure to accommodate secu-
rity measures and security doors.

This bill authorizes $100 million a
year through 2013 specifically for pub-
lic schools in the gulf coast that are
still working to rebuild from the devas-
tation that Hurricanes Katrina and
Rita wrought three years ago.

Families in the gulf coast are still
fighting to recover and to put their
lives back together. Mr. Speaker, we
must continue to devote extra re-
sources so that those schools and those
communities can rebuild.
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School modernization is the central
purpose of 3021. Equally important and
necessary is the essential economic
stimulus that this bill will provide by
creating more than 100,000 new jobs for
American workers who design and
build schools, from roofing contractors,
construction workers and electricians,
to architects and engineers. It’s esti-
mated that this bill will result in the
creation of nearly 4,000 jobs in my
home State of Ohio in 2009 alone.

Mr. Speaker, in these challenging
economic times, important and innova-
tive legislation such as this bill will go
a long way to creating new opportuni-
ties for America’s workforce. Passing
this bill will enable school districts to
upgrade their facilities and lead our
Nation’s students towards a brighter
and healthier future while addressing
the job crisis we face today.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
thank the gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms.
SUTTON) for the time, and I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Today, the House is set to consider
H.R. 3021, the 21st Century Green High-
Performing Public School Facilities
Act. This bill will direct the Secretary
of Education to make grants and loans
to local educational agencies for the
construction, modernization or repair
of public educational facilities. It also
would require the funds to be used only
for projects that meet certain green
standards such as Leadership in Energy
and Environmental Design, Energy
Star, or an equivalent State or local
standard.

Tomorrow, we are scheduled to con-
sider H.R. 5540, to reauthorize the
Chesapeake Bay Gateways and Water
Trails Network.

I spent last week, Mr. Speaker, meet-
ing and speaking with constituents in
my district about the issues that mat-
ter to them, and no one mentioned
anything closely related to these two
bills. Both of these bills may be impor-
tant in their own right, but I believe
there are other issues that are much
more pressing, issues we should be de-
bating.

When Americans are paying $4 a gal-
lon for gasoline, we should be working
on legislation to lower the cost of gaso-
line, increasing domestic energy explo-
ration, reducing our reliance on unsta-
ble foreign energy.

France produces over 80 percent of its
electricity from nuclear power, and
there’s a strong environmental move-
ment in France. And yet the United
States hasn’t built a nuclear power
plant in 30 years.

When our military forces are running
out of personnel, operation and mainte-
nance funds, we should be working to
bring bipartisan legislation to the
President’s desk that he can quickly
sign and fund the troops.

When the intelligence community is
stripped of one of their key tools in the
fight against international terrorism
because the majority let the Protect
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America Act expire, we should be
working to give our intelligence offi-
cials the tools they need to stop ter-
rorist attacks.

Instead, the majority has decided to
work on a green schools bill and a
water trails network reauthorization.
These are not exactly the pressing
issues facing Americans every day.
These are not the issues our constitu-
ents want us working on today.

One of the central tenets of the
Democrats’ campaign in 2006, Mr.
Speaker, was that they would run Con-
gress in a more open and bipartisan
manner. On December 6, 2006, the dis-
tinguished Speaker, Ms. PELOSI, reiter-
ated her campaign promise. She said,
“we promised the American people
that we would have the most honest
and open government, and we will.”

However, that promise has yet to
come to fruition as the majority has
consistently blocked an open process
through the Rules Committee. A prime
example of how they’ve consistently
stymied openness and bipartisanship is
by the number of open rules that
they’ve allowed in the 110th Congress.
We’re three-quarters of the way
through the 110th Congress, and so far
the majority has allowed only one open
rule. One open rule, Mr. Speaker, in 18
months.

They had a chance to double to two
the open rules last night, but by a
party line vote they decided that they
would once again use a restrictive rule
process in making only four Repub-
lican amendments in order. They
struck down 15 Republican amend-
ments that had been introduced, in-
cluding one from the ranking member
of the Education and Labor Com-
mittee, Mr. MCKEON. So much for the
open process they promised.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, at this
point I yield 3 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from California, the
chairman of the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor, Mr. MILLER.

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California
asked and was given permission to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my col-
league from Ohio (Ms. SUTTON) for
agreeing to handle this rule on this
piece of legislation, and for her strong
support of this legislation to provide
for green high-performing public
schools and the facilities in which our
children learn.

This legislation comes along at a
time when the record is very clear that
in far too many instances our Nation’s
school buildings are literally crum-
bling around the students that we send
to them every day. They’re in des-
perate need of renovation; they’re in
desperate need of remodeling; they’re
in desperate need of modernization, so
that our students who attend those
schools every day can have a safe
learning environment.

Not only will this bill help improve
student achievement by providing stu-
dents and teachers with modern, clean,
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safe and healthy learning environment,
but it will also give a boost to our
economy and help make schools a part
of the solution to the global warming
crisis.

It is this kind of forward thinking
and innovative policy that is needed to
strengthen our Nation and help build a
brighter future. By addressing a num-
ber of key challenges at once, this bill
is a clear win for our children, for the
workers and for our planet.

I would like to thank my colleagues
who were instrumental in drafting this
legislation and working on it many
years. I want to thank Congressman
BEN CHANDLER, the author of this bill,
for the hard work and dedication of
moving this legislation through the
House.

I would also like to thank Congress-
man DALE KILDEE, the Chair of the
Subcommittee on Early Childhood, El-
ementary and Secondary Education for
his work on this bill. Mr. KILDEE has
been a longtime champion of efforts to
improve the physical conditions of our
Nation’s schools, and he deserves great
credit for his leadership in this area.

I also want to thank Congressman
DAVE LOEBSACK, who joined the fight
the moment he stepped foot into the
Congress. Like Mr. KILDEE, Mr.
LOEBSACK is a former teacher, and he
understands firsthand the difference
that a top-notch facility, that a mod-
ern facility, that a safe facility, that a
clean facility can mean to a child’s
education. That’s the promise of this
legislation.

And I would like to recognize the ef-
forts of Congressmen RUSH HOLT,
CHARLIE RANGEL, BOB ETHERIDGE and
Congresswoman DARLENE HOOLEY, who
is the head of the Green Schools Cau-
cus.

As study after study has told us, we
don’t have a choice when it comes to
rebuilding our schools. We simply
won’t be able to provide every child
with the world-class education they
need and deserve unless we’re willing
to help the States and school districts
improve the conditions of these build-
ings and facilities. It’s not a question
of if we should modernize and repair
our Nation’s schools; it’s a matter of
when. It’s simply a decision that we
have to make and we can make it
today.

Today we have that opportunity to
begin this investment, an investment
that will yield great results for our
children, our economy and our future.

Finally, I want to thank all of the
members of the Rules Committee for
the consideration of this rule, for the
reporting of this rule, and to Chair-
woman SLAUGHTER for her diligence in
making sure that this rule came to the
floor.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, it’s my privilege
to yield 3 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS).

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I thank my friend from Flor-
ida for yielding me the time.
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I rise today in opposition to this rule
and the underlying bill.

Mr. Speaker, last night the Rules
Committee voted along party lines to
not allow the U.S. House of Represent-
atives, this body, to even consider two
amendments that I offered that would
have helped school districts whose tax
bases are significantly reduced by the
presence of tax-exempt Federal lands.

This bill would drastically expand
the Federal Government’s role in
school construction and maintenance,
activities historically funded at the
State and local level before. But
they’re doing this before the Federal
Government meets its existing respon-
sibilities to schools that are impacted
by Federal land ownership.

Mr. Speaker, over 33 percent of my
district in Central Washington is
owned by the Federal Government;
making 11 school districts eligible for
Impact Aid programs. I know all too
well the consequences of Federal land
ownership and the impact it has on the
ability of schools to make needed im-
provements.

In the Grand Coulee Dam area in my
district, students attend classes in
buildings that are more than half a
century old and that are literally fall-
ing apart. While the local residents in
those districts have agreed to pay one
of the highest school levies to maintain
current levels in the State of Wash-
ington, the school district remains un-
able to secure a bond to make improve-
ments on physical facilities because
the community is surrounded by Fed-
eral lands and, therefore, has a limited
tax base.

The Federal Government has a re-
sponsibility to ensure that no child’s
education is shortchanged because of
Federal land ownership. And, in my
view, it’s only fair that the Federal
Government take care of federally im-
pacted schools before Ilaunching a
brand new spending program costing
billions of dollars that’s aimed at
schools that aren’t federally impacted.

I offered two amendments in the
Rules Committee. The first would have
required that our commitment to fed-
erally impacted schools be met through
full funding in the Impact Aid program
before funding is spent on new Federal
spending in this bill.

My second amendment, which I of-
fered along with my colleague, ROBIN
HAYES of North Carolina, would have
simply given preference, preference, to
federally impacted schools as the new
construction and maintenance funds
were distributed.

Unfortunately, Democrat leadership
blocked both of my amendments from
being debated or voted on today on the
House floor.

Mr. Speaker, if the Federal Govern-
ment cannot meet its current respon-
sibilities to federally impacted schools,
then it certainly has no business cre-
ating a brand new $20 billion spending
program for other schools. Rather than
passing this massive expansion of the
Federal Government’s role in school
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construction, we should refocus our ef-
forts on fulfilling existing obligations
to schools and children impacted by
Federal actions.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“‘no’ on the previous question and
against the underlying bill.

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield 3

minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER).

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the
gentlelady’s courtesy in permitting me
to speak on the bill, the work that is
done by the Rules Committee in bring-
ing this legislation before us. I am en-
thusiastically supportive of the rule
and the underlying bill.

An opportunity to integrate sustain-
ability into the neighborhood school,
the building block of communities, is a
double win. In the long run, this is
going to save significant amounts of
money at a time of skyrocketing en-
ergy prices. And the evidence is that at
the green schools I've seen in my com-
munity, there’s actually better per-
formance. There’s better performance
on the part of the students, higher job
satisfaction with the staff, and as I
have seen in communities around the
country where these principles are in-
tegrated into the school construction,
it is a valuable learning experience for
the children themselves.

I am particularly pleased in elements
dealing with the transportation, allow-
ing some of the facilities work to be
done to help our children get to school
safely on foot or cycling.

O 1515

In 1969, so long ago that I was still in
school, over half of America’s children
were able to get to school on their own
walking or biking. By 2001, that per-
centage had fallen to 15 percent, and I
routinely do work in other parts of the
country where that percentage is under
10 percent where children can safely
get to school on their own.

This poses an inordinate problem in
terms of the costs for transportation
for school districts. We're all familiar
in our own communities with schools
that have a rush hour around the start
of school, and then there’s the rush
hour to commuting. It complicates
lives for families, it’s a problem of con-
gestion and pollution, and with energy
prices projected to continue to remain
high, it costs money.

But with the provisions of this legis-
lation, we’re going to have resources
available that compliment our Safe
Routes to School legislation in the last
transportation reauthorization to be
able to help, once again, children to be
able to walk and bike safely to school.

At a time when we are looking at 10
million young people of school age who
are overweight, and when the projec-
tion is that by 2010, 20 percent of the
school-age population will be obese,
this is an opportunity to help children,
particularly when one of the failures of
No Child Left Behind is that there isn’t
a provision for physical education in
our schools.
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This is a triple win. I strongly urge
support.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege
to yield 3 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from Delaware (Mr. CAS-
TLE).

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the distinguished gentleman for yield-
ing, and I do rise in opposition to the
rule and the bill. I don’t think in my
entire time in Congress I have ever op-
posed anything that provides addi-
tional funding for education, but I
think this bill has many underlying
elements we have to pay some atten-
tion to.

I don’t disagree with virtually any-
thing I've heard from the other side of
the aisle in terms of what this might
do. There is, as Mr. MILLER indicated, a
desperate need for rebonding and ren-
ovation. We do need good schools. I
think it would help our children. I’'m in
full agreement with all of that.

I'm also in full agreement with the
gentlewoman from Ohio who said
there’s hundreds of billions of dollars
of these kinds of renovations which are
needed out there in the referenda for
many of those things which are going
on.

The issue is what else is needed to be
done in education and what can we af-
ford to do at the public government
level.

If you look carefully at this bill and
analyze the bottom-line expenditures,
it’s $6.4 billion for the first year of fis-
cal year 2009. It sets some thereafter
for the basic renovations. There’s $100
million for each of 5 years for emer-
gency help in those States which were
so devastated by storms which perhaps
could be done separately, and I would
have no problems with them, Lou-
isiana, Mississippi, et cetera.

The title III provision is the green
provision which calls for a percentage
of this money to be spent for green as-
pects of our schools, as we should be
doing. This is something the Federal
Government has not done heretofore.
We have had certain responsibilities ei-
ther assigned to us or done by statute
in some way or another, and one of
those is an amendment which I intro-
duced saying that before we do this, we
should fully fund the authorization of
title I. It is very arguable that if we
have good schools, our students will do
better. I think it’s even more arguable
that if we have the necessary teachers
and other personnel to make abso-
lutely sure the kids are going to be
well-educated, they will do even better
than that.

In title I last year, we appropriated
$13.9 billion, but we have authorized $25
billion for title I. IDEA is not a part of
this bill in particular, but again, we’re
not up to the statutory mandate of
that which is up to 40 percent of con-
tribution by the Federal Government;
and if we were to add the $6.4 billion to
that, we would get very close to that
number which would be $17.3 billion.

This is money that we should be
spending, and we can’t afford to for one
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reason or another. I've heard the old
saw about spending on the war, or
whatever it may be. But the bottom
line is there’s going to be so much
spending on education and other re-
sources this year, and my judgment is
that we are really opening the door
here. If we open this door at $6.4 billion
without hundreds of billions of dollars
that are needed, we’re going to find
that that’s going to double almost
overnight when they find out there is a
Federal resource for it.

The pressure in this place to take
that up to $10 billion, $15, $20 billion a
yvear is going to be overwhelming, and
all of a sudden, the education programs
which we have a responsibility to be
funding, which was so important to the
basic instruction of kids, will fall by
the wayside.

I would urge all of the Members op-
pose this rule.

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, it’s my privilege
to yield 3 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
GINGREY).

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

I rise in strong opposition to both
this restrictive rule and the underlying
bill brought forward today by the
Democratic majority.

As a former chairman of the Marietta
City School Board in my district, I
strongly believe that there needs to be
more of an emphasis on public school
construction but at the State and local
level. However, H.R. 3021, the 21st Cen-
tury Green High-Performing Public
School Facilities Act, sends the wrong
message of how the Federal Govern-
ment should be involved in local edu-
cation decisions.

With limited exception in the 1930s
and 1940s, the Federal Government has
rightly left the responsibility of public
school construction up to the State
and local governments. State and local
governments know the construction
needs in schools much better than bu-
reaucrats in Washington. And the Fed-
eral Government has promoted the au-
tonomy and flexibility of local control
over education in this matter. How-
ever, this bill would negate much of
this work and would only expand the
size and scope of the Federal Govern-
ment, as my good friend from Dela-
ware, Mr. CASTLE, just pointed out.

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3021
would cost $20 billion over 5 years for a
brand new Federal program to compete
for the already precious Federal assist-
ance dollars for education. Currently
these funds are focused on the cur-
riculum needs of States through our
title I grants to provide assistance to
low-income and disadvantaged stu-
dents, as well as funding for the Indi-
viduals With Disabilities Education
Act, IDEA, for special education.

Mr. Speaker, I can remember when I
was on the Education and Workforce
Committee in the 108th Congress when
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we were in the majority. There was
this outcry constantly from the Demo-
crats about not funding fully to the 40
percent level of IDEA, and of course
the trajectory of spending in the Bush
administration under Republican ma-
jority was a geometric progression. We
spent much more money than the
Democrats have spent in the previous
10 or 12 years when they were in con-
trol.

But now we’'re going to take this
money that should be spent on these
programs like title I and IDEA and cre-
ate a whole new program. It makes no
sense. If enacted, it will create abun-
dant squeeze, make it less likely the
Federal Government will be able to ful-
fill financial commitments that have
already been made for student achieve-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, we need to continue
promoting local control over education
decisions while providing Federal as-
sistance for student achievements. The
best and most immediate way that we
can do that is by defeating the previous
question and the rule for H.R. 3021. For
these reasons, I ask that all of my col-
leagues oppose the rule and the under-
lying legislation.

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I am
going to reserve my time until the gen-
tleman has closed for his side and has
yielded back his time.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes
to the distinguished lady from Min-
nesota (Mrs. BACHMANN).

Mrs. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, as
the author of an amendment that was
not made in order under this rule, I
rise in opposition to this rule. My
amendment would have prohibited tax-
payer funds authorized by this bill
from being used to purchase mercury-
laden compact fluorescent light bulbs,
also known as the CFL.

Mr. Speaker, it is not my intention
to take the choice away from public
schools as to how to meet their light-
ing needs. In fact, I believe that Con-
gress already makes, too often, deci-
sions for our citizens. But it is Con-
gress’ single-minded dangerous pursuit
of this environmental fad that has got-
ten us all to this point of silliness
today.

Congress must ensure that mercury-
laden light bulbs are safe before we en-
courage their use in our child’s class-
rooms. There are very serious health
concerns about these light bulbs that
are filled with mercury. They pose
problems to humans precisely because
of their high mercury content, and we
must be sure of their safety before we
force them on our public school chil-
dren through this ill-conceived law.

When mercury light bulbs break,
let’s remember, extensive cleanup is
needed. That’s what these regulations
show us. This is very highly selective
and very detailed clean-up regulations.

What does this mean for school chil-
dren that could be exposed to light
bulbs of the broken mercury latent
light bulbs? On the EPA’s own Web site
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are these eight pages of instructions
about how to deal with a mercury spill,
specifically including spills due to bro-
ken mercury light bulbs.

Let me run you through just some of
the steps for cleaning up just one bro-
ken mercury light bulb.

Before the clean-up ever begins, peo-
ple must leave the room for 15 minutes
as the room airs out putting a halt to
the learning that’s taking place in the
classroom. The school then is told to
shut off their central air-conditioning
system, or, in Minnesota’s case, central
heating system, and then they’re told
not to use a broom to sweep up the bro-
ken light bulb as they could come in
contact with mercury at a later time.

This should give Congress pause to
think about this next rule that says if
clothing comes in contact with a bro-
ken light bulb and the mercury, it
must be disposed of immediately.
Imagine that. Children or teachers or
the janitorial staff would have to re-
move their clothing immediately, and
we’re told that you are not allowed to
wash your clothes. That’s what the
EPA rules say. You’re not allowed to
wash your clothes. That won’t do the
trick because mercury fragments in
the clothing might contaminate the
washing machine and also pollute sew-
age.

Let’s get this straight. Congress is
worried about harming sewage and yet
we’re rushing to place these mercury
light bulbs in our classrooms next to
our children. That step alone should be
a warning to the dangers of mercury-
laden light bulbs.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. I yield the gentlewoman 1 ad-
ditional minute.

Mrs. BACHMANN. But the kicker of
them all is the disposal process. Imme-
diately a person must place all of the
clean-up materials in an outdoor trash
can or protected area for normal trash
pickup. But make sure that you check
with your local government.

In Minnesota, my home State, it does
not allow for normal trash disposal for
mercury. Instead, they require that
broken and unbroken mercury bulbs be
taken to a local recycling center.

There are so many rules that are con-
tained on the EPA Web site that I
don’t have time to address them all,
but while these clean-up guidelines are
important and should be followed, the
harm that just one broken light bulb
can have on a child, senior citizen, or
an animal is very real, which is why
Congress should not embark on these
fads.

I hope none of us will have to respond
to the news story of a girl or a boy or
a senior citizen or an animal who is
poisoned by a broken mercury-ladened
light bulb. That would be horrible.

I speak today to alert this body and
the American people of this yet consid-
erable loss of liberty.

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
my time.
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Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege
to yield 3 minutes to the distinguished
ranking member from California (Mr.
MCKEON).
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Mr. MCKEON. I thank the gentleman
for yielding and I rise in opposition to
this rule.

Schools around the Nation are facing
an immediate funding shortfall, but
it’s not a lack of funds for green facili-
ties maintenance. Mr. Speaker, like
the rest of us, they’re struggling with
gasoline prices.

For local school systems, energy rep-
resents a significant share of their
budget. They pay for the fuel to oper-
ate the buses that drive children to and
from school. They pay to heat their
schools in the winter and cool them in
the summer. They pay for electricity
to light their classrooms and power
their computers. And with the national
average for a gallon of regular gasoline
reaching $3.98 today—now, that might
have been at the start of debate. It
could be $3.99 or $4 now the way it’s
going up. In California, it’s much high-
er than this already—these energy
costs are consuming an increasing
share of overall school budgets.

For schools, rising energy costs don’t
stop with school buses and utilities.
The cost of fuel makes almost every-
thing more expensive, from books and
supplies to the food that goes into
school lunches. So, yes, our schools do
have an immediate need, and we ought
to be on the floor addressing that need
today. We should be taking action on
comprehensive energy legislation that
will increase production, drive innova-
tion, and promote conservation. Unfor-
tunately, that’s not what we’re going
to do today.

Instead, the House will consider a bill
that fundamentally changes the Fed-
eral role in education. I'm talking
about legislation that begins the proc-
ess of Federalizing the building and
maintenance of individual schools in
communities across this Nation. Agree
or disagree with what this bill is trying
to accomplish, no one can deny that
what’s being proposed is a significant,
perhaps even monumental, shift in edu-
cation policy.

In keeping with the pattern estab-
lished by the majority, it is no surprise
then that this bill is being brought up
with limited opportunity for debate
and amendment, after being rushed
through an abbreviated committee
process.

Of the 20 amendments submitted by
Republicans, just four were made in
order. That’s one in five.

Not surprisingly, members of the ma-
jority party fared a little better. Of the
eight amendments they offered and did
not withdraw, fully half of them were
made in order. Several others were
combined with amendments that were
accepted or added to the manager’s
amendment, making sure that in the
end virtually all of their concerns are
going to be addressed.
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We can do better than this. We
should do better than this, but after a
year-and-a-half under this iron-fisted
majority, I know better than to expect
better.

So much for the most open Congress
in history. I urge a ‘‘no’> vote on the
rule.

Ms. SUTTON. I continue to reserve
my time.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes
to the distinguished gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. PRICE).

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I thank my
good friend from Florida for his leader-
ship on this issue and so many others.

Mr. Speaker, I came to the floor
today. I wanted to talk about the
amendments that I had offered to this
bill that would have provided some ac-
countability to the spending that’s in-
corporated in this bill, but as we have
heard, those amendments weren’t made
in order.

So, in addition to the majority not
wanting to have accountability for the
bill that we’re talking about on school
construction, the first time Federal
moneys have been used for school con-
struction, no accountability, what I
thought I would do then is address the
issue that we ought to be talking about
today. That’s the issue that we all
heard about last week when we went
home.

When I went home, what did I hear
from my constituents? I didn’t hear
about school construction. I heard
about gas prices. And I heard that peo-
ple are tired, sick and tired, and fed up
with inaction in Washington. They
want solutions.

Mr. Speaker, there are three ways to
address this issue. One is conservation,
and we all can do more.

The second is to make certain that
we put appropriate incentives in place
for alternative fuels so that we can
bridge to the next generation and
American genius can be unleashed.
This majority isn’t doing anything
about that.

But the way that we bridge to the
next generation is to increase supply,
and so I asked some folks on our side of
the aisle to get the information that
said what has the majority party, what
have the Democrats, done in order to
increase supply of American energy.

It won’t surprise you, Mr. Speaker, to
know that 91 percent of the folks on
our side of the aisle, 91 percent, sup-
ported exploration in Alaska over the
last 15 years; 86 percent on the other
side opposed it to increase supply.

Coal-to-liquid technology, 97 percent
on our side of the aisle supported in-
creasing supply in coal-to-liquid tech-
nology; 78 percent on the other side op-
posed it.

How about o0il shale exploration?
Ninety percent on our side of the aisle
support oil shale exploration increas-
ing supply; 86 oppose it on the other
side.

Deep sea exploration, Mr. Speaker, 81
percent on our side support it; 83 per-
cent on the other side oppose it.
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How about increasing refining capac-
ity? There hasn’t been a new refinery
built in this Nation in over 30 years.
Ninety-seven percent on this side of
the aisle support it; 96 percent on the
majority side oppose increasing refin-
ing capacity in vote after vote after
vote.

Mr. Speaker, my constituents and I
know Americans across this Nation are
sick and tired, sick and tired of a ma-
jority that’s keeping us dependent on
Middle Eastern oil. So I call on this
majority and I call on the Speaker to
bring forward a positive bill that will
increase conservation, increase incen-
tives for alternative fuel, and make
certain that we can use American re-
sources, American energy for Ameri-
cans.

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to
remind my colleagues who may be lis-
tening to this debate that this rule and
this bill are about repairing and im-
proving our Nation’s schools.

I also want to remind the people at
home that, of course, those who are
railing now about the effects of energy
policy over the past 6 or so or 8 or 10
years were in charge, most of that time
with a Republican President, and this
is what we get.

So this Congress, of course, is a new
majority, and we have taken bold steps
to put incentives in place that will lead
to historic change and will turn the
corner to renewable sources of energy
in this country being developed.

We have 30 million acres on which oil
drilling can take place right now, and
those are just sitting idle. Those on the
other side of the aisle don’t tell us the
whole story when they’re talking about
these issues.

But I just want to repeat, I want to
remind my colleagues who may be lis-
tening to this debate, that this rule
and this bill is about the very impor-
tant business of repairing and improv-
ing our Nation’s schools.

With that, I reserve my time.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, first it’s impor-
tant to set the record straight. Ten
years ago, this Congress passed drilling
in the ANWR, and it faced a Presi-
dential veto by then-President Clinton,
and imagine if it hadn’t faced a veto
how much of a difference we would
have been able to make.

Now we’re seeing the consequences of
that, as Mr. PRICE of Georgia pointed
out. Effort after effort that we’ve en-
gaged in to try to increase the produc-
tion of energy, the supply of energy has
been opposed by the other side of the
aisle and I think nowhere more dra-
matically than when we were able to
pass legislation to have production in
Alaska, and it was vetoed by the last
President, a Democratic President.

So these things have to be put on the
record, Mr. Speaker, because now with
$4 gas the record counts, and the record
is of interest to all Americans, and it
will be more and more of interest every
day.

Mr. Speaker, back on April 24, 2006,
just over 2 years ago, now-Speaker
PELOSI issued the following statement:
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“With skyrocketing gas prices it is
clear that the American people can no
longer afford the Republican rubber
stamp Congress and its failure to stand
up to Republican big oil and gas com-
pany cronies. Americans are paying
$2.91 a gallon on average for regular
gasoline, 33 cents higher than last
month, and double the price than when
President Bush first came into office.”

Mr. Speaker, most Americans would
be happy if they were paying $2.91 a
gallon today. Yet here we are this week
debating bills on green schools and
watertrails network instead of working
on legislation to reduce the price of
gasoline and increase supply. Now, the
price of gasoline is at $4 gallon now.

Reinforcing the fact that the major-
ity has yet to confront that issue, just
over a month ago the newspaper Inves-
tors Business Daily in an editorial said
that this Congress ‘‘is possibly the
most irresponsible in modern history.
This is especially true when it comes
to America’s dysfunctional energy pol-
icy.”

[From Investor’s Business Daily, Apr. 29,

2008]
CONGRESS Vs. YOU

We’ve said it before, but we’ll say it again:
This Congress is possibly the most irrespon-
sible in modern history. This is especially
true when it comes to America’s dysfunc-
tional energy policy.

The media won’t call either the House or
the Senate on its failures, for one very obvi-
ous reason: They mostly share an ideology
with the Democrats that keeps them from
understanding how free markets and supply
and demand really work. Sad, but true.

So we were happy to hear the president do
the job, calling out Congress for its inaction
and ignorance in his wide-ranging press con-
ference Tuesday.

‘“Many Americans are understandably anx-
ious about issues affecting their pocketbook,
from gas and food prices to mortgage and
tuition bills,”” Bush said. ‘“They’re looking to
their elected leaders in Congress for action.
Unfortunately, on many of these issues, all
they’re getting is delay.”’

Best of all, Bush didn’t let the issue sit
with just generalities. He reeled off a bill of
particulars of congressional energy inaction,
including:

Failing to allow drilling in ANWR. We
have, as Bush noted, estimated capacity of a
million barrels of oil a day from this source
alone—enough for 27 million gallons of gas
and diesel. But Congress won’t touch it, fear-
ful of the clout of the environmental lobby.
As a result, you pay at the pump so your rep-
resentative can raise campaign cash.

Refusing to build new refineries. The U.S.
hasn’t built one since 1976, yet sanctions at
least 15 wunique ‘‘boutique’ fuel blends
around the nation. So even the slightest
problem at a refinery causes enormous sup-
ply problems and price spikes. Congress has
done nothing about this.

Turning its back on nuclear power. It’s
safe and, with advances in nuclear reprocess-
ing technology, waste problems have been
minimized. Still, we have just 104 nuclear
plants—the same as a decade ago—producing
just 19% of our total energy. (Many Euro-
pean nations produce 40% or more of their
power with nuclear.) Granted, nuclear power
plants are expensive—about $3 billion each.
But they produce energy at $1.72/kilowatt-
hour vs. $2.37 for coal and $6.35 for natural
gas.

Raising taxes on energy producers. This is
where a basic understanding of economics
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would help: Higher taxes and needless regu-
lation lead to less production of a com-
modity. So by proposing ‘‘windfall” and
other taxes on energy companies plus tough
new rules, Congress makes our energy situa-
tion worse.

These are just a few of Congress’ sins of
omission—all while India, China, Eastern
Europe and the Middle East add more than a
million barrels of new demand each and
every year. New Energy Department fore-
casts see world oil demand growing 40% by
2030, including a 28% increase in the U.S.

Americans who are worried about the di-
rection of their country, including runaway
energy and food prices, should keep in mind
the upcoming election isn’t just about choos-
ing a new president. We’ll also pick a new
Congress.

The current Congress, led on the House
side by a speaker who promised a ‘‘common
sense plan’ to cut energy prices two years
ago, has shown itself to be incompetent and
irresponsible. It doesn’t deserve re-election.

Today, I will be asking each of my
colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on the previous
question to this rule. If the previous
question is defeated, I will amend the
rule to make it in order for the House
to consider any amendment that would
actually do something to reduce gas
prices for consumers, such as H.R. 5905,
the CARS Act, which would give com-
muters a tax break on their com-
muting expenses and require the
Speaker of the House to submit a plan
to lower gas prices.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of the amend-
ment and extraneous materials imme-
diately prior to the vote on the pre-
vious question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. I am so pleased that our col-
league Dr. PRICE pointed out on issue
after issue, whether it’s ANWR explo-
ration or coal-to-liquid or oil shale ex-
ploration or refinery increased capac-
ity or on the issue of nuclear power.
There is a strong environmental move-
ment in France, but over 80 percent of
their electricity is generated from nu-
clear power. Yet we haven’t built a nu-
clear power plant in this country in
over 30 years.

It’s time to face the issue of energy
independence in this country.

Mr. Speaker, at this time, I would re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, at this
time, I yield 3 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from California
(Mr. GEORGE MILLER).

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, Members of the House,
it’s interesting that my colleagues on
the other side railed against this legis-
lation in the name of energy.

It doesn’t do a lot of good to pump
more energy into these schools, more
air conditioning into these schools,
more heat into these schools when the
schools are such inefficient users of en-
ergy. It makes no sense to pump more
and more electricity into the schools,
to use lighting that’s outdated, out-
moded, harmful to the learning of
these children.
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The purpose of this legislation is to
take a major institution in our coun-
try, our elementary secondary edu-
cation system, and have the Federal
Government lend some support to local
efforts that are struggling now, trying
to accelerate their programs to cut
their energy costs in the running of
their schools.

That’s what this bill allows us to do.
It allows us to put in place as they ren-
ovate, as they repair, as they remodel
these schools, trying to recover, as all
businesses are all across the country,
as homeowners are all across the coun-
try, to reduce their energy costs. It al-
lows us to partner up with them and to
provide some assistance in doing that.

It’s rather interesting that all they
can talk about on the other side is
somehow that they didn’t get to go to
Alaska. If they’d gone to Alaska, it
probably would have made a penny or 2
cents or 3 cents a difference in a gallon
of gasoline today.

But the fact of the matter is why
would you go to Alaska and put it into
cars that are getting 12 and 13 miles a
gallon? But you never went to the
question of efficiencies. You mnever
went to the question of better auto-
mobiles.

We did. The first time in 30 years,
this Congress improved the mileage
standard for automobiles. Just think if
we had done it when George Bush said
he wanted it done. Today, it would
have been an entire different industry.

But no, you listened to the oil indus-
try and you listened to the automobile
industry. Well, listen to them today as
the chairman of General Motors has to
admit that they didn’t see it coming,
they didn’t see it was going to happen.
They laid off 20,000 workers. They shut
down four plants making SUVs and
trucks. Why are we listening to those
people?

If we continue to listen to them,
we’ll be the only people in the world
that are listening to them. They’ve
made one bad business decision, one
bad energy decision after another for
the last two decades, and it cost them
almost 450,000 jobs to the workers. It
cost them market share, it cost them
productivity, it cost them profit. Now
what are they doing? They’re trying to
play catch-up.

Well, we don’t think the school dis-
tricts in this country should play
catch-up like General Motors. We
think the school districts in this coun-
try ought to have an opportunity to
make these facilities more efficient in
the use of the energy, more efficient in
the conservation of energy so that they
can come into the modern age and they
can make the changes that all of the
studies indicate to us not only will
save them energy, not only will make
the facilities safer, cleaner and better
for the learning environment that
these children need, it will also dra-
matically change the cost of running
these school districts.

It’s happening, but too many school
districts in too many areas don’t have
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sufficient funds. We think the Federal
Government ought to put its shoulder
to the wheel and help these school dis-
tricts conserve their energy.
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Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes
to the distinguished gentleman from
Texas (Mr. CONAWAY).

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I'm
glad to speak against this rule and
against this bill in itself.

First off, this is not a Federal respon-
sibility, this is a State and local re-
sponsibility. And to the extent that we
spend Federal taxpayer dollars, this
isn’t the Federal Government doing
this, there is no such thing as the Fed-
eral Government doing this; this is the
Federal taxpayer doing this. So you’ve
got taxpayers on one hand funding
their local schools; you’ve got Federal
taxpayers funding those same local
schools. This is a wreck of bureaucratic
nightmare. This should not happen.

We’re not fully funding IDEA, we’re
not fully funding title I; this is just
something new. So it’s because it’s new
that we can get away with acting like
this is something that’s good, and it’s
not because we’re not fully funding
what we should be.

Electrical costs in our schools are
very high, no doubt about it. And the
truth of the matter is we can’t con-
serve our way into lowering those elec-
tricity costs because electricity cost
generation is going to continue to go
up. And as this majority continues to
restrict the growth in clean coal burn-
ing technology, as they continue to re-
strict the growth in nuclear power
plants, they’re going to continue to
drive electricity costs higher and high-
er.

Now we all like wind, we all like
solar, but the truth of the matter is
growth in those alternatives cannot
even keep up with the growth in the
demand for electricity. As schools
begin to quit going to field trips, as
they begin to quit going to football
games and quit going to things they’re
already telling us they’re going to do
because of gasoline costs and diesel
costs being higher because of lack of
supply, it’s our responsibility to ad-
dress the broader issue of energy and
not school buildings, which is a local
and State issue.

Mr. Speaker, I speak against this
rule and against this bill.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CONAWAY. I would be happy to
yield.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
What would you prefer that they do,
have the schools do nothing when they
know that they have a waiver? Every
business in America is investing in en-
ergy conservation.

Mr. CONAWAY. Reclaiming my time,
what I would have them do is take the
local responsibility of making these de-
cisions on their own.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
This doesn’t take anything away from
local responsibility.
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Mr. CONAWAY. Reclaiming my time,
what I would have them do is take the
responsibility themselves to make
these very good decisions to create en-
ergy-efficient facilities. But it’s their
job, not the Federal taxpayer’s job.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Again, Mr. Speaker, we’re ask-
ing for a ‘‘no” vote on the previous
question to be able to address the en-
ergy issue. If we’re ever going to ad-
dress it, it’s time to start doing so with
$4 a gallon gasoline.

Members can take a stand against
high fuel prices and insist that the en-
ergy issue be addressed seriously by
voting ‘“‘no’